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Current Topics. 


The New County Court Judge. 

THe aPPporInTMENT of Mr. Marrettr to the Hampshire 
County Court adds one more to the not numerous list of Chan- 
cery ‘‘silks’’ who have exchanged the quiet and dignified life 
of the Chancery inner bar for the more varied functions of 
County Court jurisdiction. Both as a junior and as a K.C. 
Mr. Marre. has been known as a capable and experienced 
lawyer, and he may be expected to prove an acquisition to the 
County Court bench. The appointment, indeed, is above the 
average, and seems to be a step towards the time when trans- 
fer from that bench to the High Court bench may be practic- 
able. 


The Late Sir James Stirling. 

THE DEATH of Sir James Strruine closes a career which was 
distinguished without being in any way ostentatious. The 
work of a Judge of the @hancery Division affords, indeed, 
little opportunity for bringing the occupant of the Bench 
into public notice. He must possess administrative as well as 
judicial qualities, and the smooth working of business, both 
in chambers and in court, depends upon his combining 
efficiency and tact. The acute intellect of the late Judge was 
not above the practical qualifications, and patient and cour- 
teous character, which make for success in this respect, and 
though a good many years have passed since he sat in the 
Chancery Division, the older practitioners will look back with 
nleasure on their work before him. Of the cases with which 
he had to deal as a Judge of first instance, the one of most 
public interest—and in some respects of great legal interest— 
was the projected sale of the Savernake Estate by the late Mar- 
quis of A1LesBurRyY as tenant for life to Lord Iveacn. UIti- 
mately the sale went off on a question of title, but in the mean- 
time the circumstances under which a family mansion house 
and demesne lands could be sold against the wishes of the 
remainderman had been exhaustively discussed ; on this point 
Strruinc, J., who refused to allow the sale, was reversed by 
the Court of ‘Appeal and House of Lords; and a leading 
decision had been given by SririineG, J., on the operation of 
a compound settlement—a matter which is an excellent 
example of the problems which the Legislature and the prac- 
tices of landowners set for equity judges to solve. It is no 
disparagement to Judges of the present day to say that Sir 
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James Stirtine belonged to a period to which practitioners 
look back with affection and respect. 

. 
Counsel as Amicus Curie, 

A Neat variation on the well-known plan of untying a 
Gordian knot by cutting it was found by Lord REapING on 
Wednesday in the Casement trial. Two counsel had been 
allotted to the prisoner in accordance with the procedure laid 
down by the Treason Act, 1695 (7 & 8 Will. 3, c. 3), namely, 
Serjeant Suttivan and Mr. ARTEMUS JONES. They were 
assisted in court by Professor Morcan, the well-known 
authority on constitutional law, recently called to the English 
Bar; but as Professor MorGcan was not one of the two counsel 
named by the Court under the statute, he was not strictly en- 
titled to appear on behalf of the prisoner. At least, so TrnDAL, 
L.C.J., decided in Reg. v. Frost (4 State Trials, N. 8. 105), 
when he refused to hear Mr. Tuomas, the third counsel briefed 
for the defendant Frost. On the present occasion Serjeant 
SuLLivaNn took a highly technical and very interesting point 
on the statutory law of treason by way of objection to the in- 
dictment, and he desired permission for Professor MORGAN to 
follow him. But how to get over the adverse precedent of 
keg. vy. Frost?’ Lord Reavine found a graceful way of doing 
so; he consented to hear Mr. Morean, not as counsel for the 
prisoner, but as amicus curie on the point of law. 


Postponement of the Merchant Shipping (Conven- 
tion) Act, 1914. 


THERE HAS been of late years, prior to the outbreak of the 
present war, a tendency on the part of the great civilized 
Powers to pass ‘‘ International Statutes ’’ regulating certain 
matters of general interest in a way agreed to by their respec- 
tive plenipotentiaries at an international convention. One of 
the very latest of these statutes, which in fact received the 
Royal Assent on 10th August, 1914—a week after the com- 
mencement of the war—was the Merchant Shipping (Conven- 
tion) Act, 1914, passed to carry out the provisions of a conven- 
tion agreed between the Great Powers and signed in London on 
20th January, 1914, the object of which was the securing of 
uniform rules relating to life-preservation at sea. The sad 
loss of The Titanic in 1912, and the consequent inquiries in 
England and America, led to the drafting of the Convention, 
the seventy-four articles of which are annexed in a schedule to 
the statute. Section 29 (5) of the Act gives power to His 
Majesty by an Order in Council to postpone the coming into 
operation of the statute, and an Order in Council, dated 23rd 
May, 1916, has now declared that the Act shall not come 
into force until lst January, 1917. Two previous Orders had 
already postponed it to Ist January, 1916, and Ist July, 1916, 
respectively, and doubtless this policy must be continued so 
long as the war lasts. 


Censcientious Objectors. 


WE are informed by Mr. Bramiey, from whom we are 
glad to receive another letter on the subject of conscieutious 
objectors, that the Central Tribunal have decided that a 
political objection is not a conscientious objection within the 
meaning of the Military Service Act, 1916. It is just possible 
that this does not make the position much clearer, for we 
have still to discover what a political objection is. The fact 
is that the Legislature, in directing exemption, absolute or 
partial, on the ground of ‘‘ conscientious objection to the 
undertaking of military service ’’ were using a word which— 
speaking with respect—they did not clearly understand, and 
they have imposed on the tribunals under the Act a task 
which is strictly impossible except on the lines we suggested 
at first—namely, that each man is the keeper of his own con- 
science. We also ventured to suggest that in a matter of this 
kind Locke is good authority, and that when he says that 
conscience ‘‘ is nothing else but our own opinion or judgment 
of the moral rectitude or pravity of our own actions,’’ this is 
as far as one can get. But to discover the grounds on which 
that opinion is founded, whether religious, social, or political, 








is another matter, and leads to troublesome inquiry. We do 
not know that it is suggested by anyone that the ground must 
be religious ; the Legislature has carefully excluded any refer 
ence to religion in the matter; and where the line is to be 
drawn between social and political objection to war seems to 
be a question of difficulty. After all the matter must be one 
of practice rather than theory, and on the practice our cor- 
respondents are better qualified to speak than ourselves. No 
doubt mistakes have been made by the tribunals; the treat- 
ment to which conscientious objectors in fact, though not in 
law, have been put shews this. And we gather that, accord- 
ing to the statement which Mr. AsquitH has just ‘made, 
conscientious objection in fact is in future to be recognized. 


Multiplicity of Secretaries of State, 

Ir RUMOUR in the Press is to be trusted, the legal advisers 
of the Crown are considering a technical difficulty which appar- 
ently stands in the way of the immediate appointment of Mr. 
Lioyp GrorGE to be Secretary of State for War. When John 
Company was deposed in 1858 from its high dignity as the 
ruler of India, and Queen VicrorIA assumed that station of 
responsibility, the Government of India Act, 1858, also sub- 
stituted for the old Secretary to the Company a new Secretary 
of State for India. Technically, of course, that Minister, like 
the Home, Foreign, War, Scottish, and Colonial Secretaries, is 
simply ‘‘ one of His Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State ”’ ; 
in legal theory each such Secretary possesses all the functions 
of the office; in constitutional practice, too, each does act for 
any of the others in his absence; and the alloeation of specific 
duties to each is a mere matter of political arrangement. 
Now the following condition was attached by section 4 of the 
1858 Act to the tenure of the new office it created, namely, 
that of a fifth Secretary of State :— 

After the commencement of this Act any four of her Majesty's 
principal Secretaries of State for the time being, and any four of the 
Under-Secretaries, may sit and vote as members of the House of 
Commons; but not more than four such principal Secretaries and 
not more than four such Under-Secretaries shall sit and vote as 
members of the House of Commons at the same time. . , 

But it so happens that just at present we have already in 
the House of Commons four Secretaries of State, the Home, 
Foreign, Indian, and Colonial Secretaries. So Mr. Lioyp 
Georce, if he becomes War Secretary, must go to the Lords, 
unless he can induce one of his four fellow-commoners who are 
Secretaries of State to go there instead. The alternative is 
to amend the Act. 


Requisitioning of Club Premises. |. 

THE WELL-KNowN Aerodrome case, Re a Petition of Right 
(1915, 3 K. B. 649), has just been followed, perhaps carried a 
stage further, by Avory, J., in Sheffield Conservative and 
Unionist Club (Limited) v. Brighton (Times, 23rd ult.). Both 
cases arise out of Regulation 2 (b) of the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations, which authorize the taking: of lands and buildings 
by a competent military authority when necessary ‘‘ for the 
purpose of securing the public safety or defence of the Realm ”’ 
but the older case related to the direct exercise of this power 
for military purposes, whereas the later case deals with its in- 
direct exercise for such purposes on behalf of the Ministry of 
Munitions. The facts in the present case are simple. The 
Ministry of Munitions wished to accommodate at Sheffield a 
body of inspectors with their clerical staff, and entered into 
negotiations, but without arriving at an agreement, with the 
Sheffield Conservative Club to take its building. Then the 
defendant, Captain BricuTon, obtained from the local ‘‘ com- 
petent military authority,’’ as defined by the Act, an order 
under the Regulation entitling him to take over the premises. 
The evidence shewed that there were several other suitable 
buildings available, and it was argued that therefore the 
‘‘ safety of the realm’’ in no way depended on taking this 
particular building. The Court, however, took the view (1) 
that purposes connected with the Ministry of Munitions are re- 
quired ‘‘ for the safety of the realm,’’ (2) that the ‘‘com- 
petent military authority ’’ has an absolute discretion to decide 
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whether or not any particular premises are in fact necessary 
for that purpose, and (3) that his decision, so long as it is 
bona fide, cannot be impeached in a court of law. In the 
Court of Appeal, which decided Re Petition of Right (supra), 
Lord Justice WARRINGTON (supra, at p. 666) had suggested 
a limitation to the right of a ‘‘ competent military authority,’’ 
namely, that he must act ‘‘reasonably’’ as well as bond 
fide.” Avory, J., interpreted this as meaning that he must 
not act so unreasonably as to prevent any honest mind from 
defending his act—but this seems to go much further than 
WarrincotTon, L.J., intended. 


Treasure Trove in the City of London. 

WE noTicep recently (ante, pp. 3, 101) the interesting dis- 
covery in the City in 1912 of articles of jewellery which 
apparently were treasure trove. The discovery was made by 
workmen during excavations at the corner of Friday-street and 
Cheapside, and in the ordinary course an inquisition should 
have been held by the City Coroner, Dr. Wa.po; and since 
treasure trove, both in the City of London and in the Borough 
of Southwark, belongs by Royal Grant to the Corporation of 
London, the articles would presumably have belonged to the 
City. In fact, however, possession of the articles was obtained 
from the workmen, to whom a substantial reward was paid, 
by an agent of Mr. Lewis Harcourt, M.P., who was the 
founder and trustee of the London Museum, and a trustee of 
the British Museum. He submitted the matter to the Trea- 
sury, and under the authority, we understand, of the Treasury 
certain of the articles were presented to the British Museum, 
and others were placed on exhibition in the London Museum. 
The articles seem to have formed part of a jeweller’s stock, 
probably of the time of Exizaseru or James I., and were of 
considerable value. Mr. Harcourt apparently was ignorant 
of the rights of the City Corporation, and the matter did not 
come to the knowledge of the City Coroner till 1914. The 
question then arose of his holding an inquest ; but, as appears 
from his Annual Return for 1915, recently presented to the 
Corporation, he took the view that he had no power to hold 
an inquest so long as the treasure was outside his district. and 
jurisdiction ; nor had he any power to order the return of the 
treasure to the City, though he suggested that a civil. action 
for its recovery would lie at the suit of the Corporation against 
the Trustees of the British and London Museums; and this 
course he recommended, the object being to decide whether 
the articles were treasure trove, and, if so, who were the right- 
ful owners. The litigation would have raised interesting 
points, and if the City values its ancient privileges it might 
have been expected to take the opportunity of maintaining 
them. But at a meeting of the Common Council on 4th May 
it was reported that terms for settlement had been arranged, 
and these were approved. A selection of the articles has been 
sent for exhibition to the Guildhall Museum, and the rest 
will remain in the custody of the Trustees of the British and 
London Museums, as the joint gift of Mr. Harcourt and the 
Corporation. Since the articles are thus retained for public 
purposes there is no need to quarrel with the result, but it is 
a little singular that Mr. Harcourr should have the partial 
credit of a gift which seems really to be the gift of the Cor- 
poration alone. 


Novation of a Shipping Contract. 

_ SOME SIMPLE points were raised in rather a confusing way 
in the unusual case of Seville, d&e., Carrying Co. v. Mann, 
George, & Co. (Times, 19th May). The plaintiffs were 
shipowners who, in July, 1914, entered into a charter party 
with the defendants, who were coalowners ; the plaintiffs’ ship 
was to carry to Constantinople, at a freight of 7s. 6d. per ton, 
a cargo of coal sold by the defendants to consignees there. 
The charter party contained a ‘‘ cesser ’’ clause—t.e., a stipu- 
lation that on the shipment of the cargo being completed the 
charterers’ liability was to cease, and the shipowners were to 
look to their lien on the cargo for freight. In August, war 
having broken out, the ship was stopped in the Mediterranean 


c.i.f. rates by the Government; it was delivered at Tenedos. 
Then the shipowners received a telegram from the consignees 
at Constantinople telling them to unload at Athens instead 
of that city; on application to the charterers the latter con- 
firmed this change of destination, and agreed to pay an extra 
‘five shillings per ton of freight. They did not then know that 
nearly all the coal had been requisitioned, and on discovering 
their error at once repudiated the bargain. What is the posi- 
tion of the parties? In the first place, both the old contract 
of carriage and that of sale appear to have been terminated by 
both physical and legal impossibility, so as to release all parties, 
on a principle now become very trite law. Hence the old 
bargain with its cesser clause is gone, and a novation has taken 
place ; there is a new contract to pay 12s. 6d. per ton for de- 
livery at Athens, and the charterers, as coalowners and 
promisors, are liable as principals. Lastly, the mistake is one 
only of ‘‘quantity,’’ not one going to the root of the contract, 
so that the novated bargain cannot be repudiated on the ground 
of mistake. The Court of Appeal took this view, and, differ- 
ing from Sankey, J., who had held that the extra freight was 
due on the whole cargo shipped, decided that it attached only 
to the coal actually delivered at Athens. 








Capital Money and Estates Tail. 


THE recent decision of NEvILLE, J., in Re Aspinall’s Settled 
Estates, Aspinall v. Aspinall (1916, 1 Ch. 15) ought to serve 
as a warning to draftsmen who too lightly assume that a settlor 
can by a mere declaration settle moneys in such a way that 
they may pass with an estate tail in the settled land to succes- 
sive tenants in tail. Moneys can in fact be so settled, but they 
must be made the subject matter of an imperative trust for 
investment in the purchase of freehold lands. In the absence 
of an imperative trust to this effect the scheme breaks down, 
and the moneys will come to the hands of some party contrary 
to the contemplation of the settlor. 

The necessity for the imperative trust for investment in the 
purchase of land is traceable to the old doctrine of equity that 
Equity regards as done that which ought to be done. From this 
doctrine flow the consequences which follow from a trust imposed 
upon some person or persons to invest moneys put into their 
hands in the purchase of land. For the purposes of succession, of 
transmission, and of devolution courts of equity treated such 
moneys as impressed with the incidents of real estate; and as 
real estate may be entailed and pass successively from tenant in 
tail to tenant in tail untilesome failure of the entail or, which 
is much more probable, the entail be barred, so may the money, 
although never actually converted into land, pass successively 
from tenant in tai] to tenant in tail, regardless of all questions 
of perpetuity. 

There have been many abortive attempfs on the part of testa- 
tors to pass their personal estate or moneys in the nature of per- 
sonalty to successive owners of their realty where the realty is 
settled by means of entails. The consequences have generally been 
thesame. The first tenant in tail takes the personalty absolutely. 
There are numerous cases in the books to this effect. In some 
cases the gift has been held void on the ground that the rule 
against perpetuities has been infringed. In some cases the 
undesired severance of the realty and personalty has been 
postponed by the use of divers artful conveyancing shifts. 
To put it succinctly, in the words of Sir Witt1am Asuurst in 
Foley v. Burnell (1783, 1 Bro. C.C. 274, at p. 285), the general 
rule is that, where the chattel interest comes to one who would 
be tenant in tail of land, the limitations over are void, but there 
is also another rule that the interest may be so given as not to 
vest absolutely in the first taker. The usual method of pre- 
venting the first tenant in tail taking is to insert a declaration 
that the personal interest shall not vest absolutely in the tenant 
in tail until he has attained the age of twenty-one, but shall 
on his death devolve as nearly as possible in the same way as 
the settled lands. Even in this case it must be predicated 
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that the tenant in tail be the child of some person in esse. But 
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no matter how ingenious the scheme of disposition may be, 
sooner or later the undesired separation of the rea] and the 
personal property must take place. The general direction that 
personalty shall pass with freeholds so long as the rules of 
law will permit has not induced the Court to assist 
the settlor’s intention by making as effective a_ settle- 
ment of the personalty as possible, but, on the con- 
trary, it has been held to vest the property in the first 
tenant in tail on his birth. In this respect the Court has 
followed Lord TuHurtow’s dicta and decisions in the cases of 
Foley v. Burnell (sup.) and Vaughan v. Burslem (1790, 3 Bro. 
C. C. 101), notwithstanding that Lord Harpwicke favoured 
the making of an effective settlement of the personalty in 
Gower v. Grosvenor (1740, Barn. C. 54). 

Except that it is usually in connection with capital moneys, 
and directions that moneys be held as capital moneys arising 
under the Settled Lands Acts, that the error against which we 
seek to warn the draftsman arises, the Settled Land Acts have 
little to do with the principle that requires an imperative trust 
for the conversion of money into land as a condition precedent 
to the settling of moneys or personal estate on successive tenants 
in tail. The policy introduced by the Settled Land Act, 1882, 
was to provide for the ready substitution of money as the 
subject matter of the settlement in place of the specific land. 
The Act made land and money interchangeable, and shifted 
the estates, interests and trusts under the settlement from the 
land to the money. As was pointed out by the late Lord 
MacnaGuten in Bruce v. Ailesbury (1892, A. C. 356, at p. 364) 
the Act has a very much broader policy and a very much 
larger scope than those of the Settled Estates Acts, and the 
problem which the framers of the Act of 1882 solved was to 
relieve settled land from the mischief of strict settlements 
without doing away altogether with the power of bringing 
land into settlement. Capital moneys arising under the Act, 
except in so far as they may be expended in discharging 
incumbrances, and in payment for improvements, and in other 
minor modes of expenditure, becoming as they do the subject 
matter of the settlement, may readily pass from tenant in tail 
to tenant in tail, following the line of succession that the free- 
hold lands would have followed had they never been sold. 
Capital moneys arising under the Act may of course be re- 
invested in the purchase of land which again may be sold ; and 
so the main subject matter of the settlement may change its 
actual form from land to money, from money to land, and so on 
throughout the subsistence of the settlement. 

The Legislature can, of course, by enactment make personalty 
devolve and pass to a series of persons successively for.the same 
estates and interests as if the property had been realty. That 
is, in effect, what the Legislature did in the Settled Land Acts. 
But the ability of the individual subject to do anything of the 
kind is limited to cases where he makes use of the old doctrine 
of equity mentioned: above. He must indeed do two things. 
He must impose a trust for conversion of the personalty into 
realty, and he must indicate the settlement or form of devolu- 
tion to which the realty is to be subject. The trust must be 
imperative. This was clearly laid down by Lord Parker when 
a judge of first instance in Re Walker, Macintosh-Walker v. 
Walker (1908, 2 Ch. 705, at p. 712). Speaking of this making 
of personal estate to devolve and pass to a series of persons 
successively for the same interests as if it had been realty, his 
lordship said, ‘‘ The only manner in which an individual can 
do this is by the creation of an imperative trust for its con- 
version into realty, and for the settlement of such realty to 
uses which will secure the devolution or create the estates which 
he desires to create.’’ The learned Judge went on to say that 
a mere declaration that personalty shall devolve or pass to per- 
sons successively as realty is in itself inoperative, for the whole 
doctrine of conversion turns on the maxim that Equity con- 
siders to have been done what ought to have been done pur- 
suant to the trust. 

In the last-mentioned case the testator had bequeathed his 
residuary personal estate on certain trusts for conversion and 
for payment of his debts and legacies, and had directed his 





trustees to hold and apply the balance of the moneys raised by 
conversion upon the trusts and inthe manner upon and in which 
the same would be held and applicable if they had arisen from 
a sale of his real estate under the Settled Land Act, 1882. 
His real estate he settled to the use of his first and other sons 
successively in tail, with remainder to the use of his daughters 
in equal shares as tenants in common in tail with remainders 
over. The question arose as to the destination of the testator’s 
personalty, and the learned Judge decided that it did not 
follow the limitations of the real estate. His lordship took 
the view that the direction or declaration that the moneys 
should be held as if they were capital moneys, was absolutely 
nugatory, so far, at any rate, as concerned the attempted 
assimilation of the personalty to the realty. 

In Re Aspinall’s Settled Estates (sup.) Nevitue, J., fol- 
lowed and applied the principles enunciated by Parker, J., in 
Re Walker (sup.). In the case before NEVILLE, J., parts of 
settled land had been sold and the proceeds were repre- 
sented by a fund of £15,000. The lands were disentailed 
and conveyed to such uses as should be appointed, and the 
fund was also disentailed and granted upon such trusts as the 
donees of the power should appoint. This power was exercised 
by a deed of resettlement, and the land was settled in strict 
settlement for estates tail, and the fund was directed to be 
held by trustees as capital moneys arising under the Settled 
Land Acts from the lands thereby settled. The learned Judge, 
taking the view that the donees of the power when they exer- 
cised that power became absolute owners of the fund, held that 
the referential trust upon which they settled the fund did not 
operate to convert the personal property as it- then was into 
real estate. 

The ground for the decision in both these two last-mentioned 
cases is not difficult to discover. Capita] moneys arising under 
the Settled Land Acts are not impressed with an absolute trust 
for the purchase of freehold lands. True, at the direction of 
the tenant for life or at the discretion of the trustees, as the 
case may be, the capital moneys under the Acts may be 
invested in such a purchase. But this is only one of the ways 
in which the moneys may be applied. There are numerous 
alternative ways. Hence, if a man directs trustees to hold 
money which is personalty as if it were capital moneys, he 
certainly does not create an imperative trust for the purchase 
of land so as to bring the matter within the doctrine of equity 
that such personal estate is to be deemed real estate. Unless 
the draftsman keeps this clearly in mind he may very easily 
slip into error. But no great difficulty really exists so far as 
concerns the attainment of the desired end, for it is a simple 
matter to give the money to the trustees upon trust to expend 
it in thé purchase of land, 








Correspondence. 


The Children in Belgium, 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—A job half done is worse than a job not begun. Last 
month, at the general meeting of the National Committee for Relief 
in Belgium, we were told definitely that aid must come in much 
faster if the Belgians are to be kept from starvation. That is the 
hard truth. 

Let us carry our minds forward. Suppose aid does not come in 
faster, and the Belgian population, now on the edge of starvation, 
tips over the edge and actually does starve; that one in three or 
so, especially of the children, either dies or becomes permanently 
enfeebled through privation—what will the world say of us, and 
what shall we say of ourselves? 

Suppose, when peace comes and Belgium can pick up her broken 
life, she finds herself in that shocking state, because the richest 
country in the world, the country which most benefited by her 
sacrifice, could not find her a matter of three million pounds a 
year for two or three years simply to keep her alive, could not 
find her two days’ cost of a war which is being waged, as we say, to 
restore little Belgium—what a ghastly laugh will go up at the 
expense of Great Britain! 
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You see, there is no question but that we can keep the Belgians | 


from starvation if we like. A perfect machinery is there to feed 
them adequately ; it needs nothing whatever but money. 

I, for one, will not care to be in the shoes of a Briton if this 
starvation is allowed to happen. I will consider myself member 
of a country which has spoken fair words and not justified them ; 
of a country which has been guilty of ingratitude. 

The National Committee for Relief’s latest special device for the 
raising of money to avoid this shame is, that on July 10 all British 
boys and girls shall hold sports, give concerts or entertainments of 
some sort, the proceeds of which shall go to the children’in Belgium. 
The British boys.and girls will do this with alacrity—no need to 
appeal to them; the school authorities who have the organising 
of the entertainments will do it with all their hearts—no need to 
whip up their good will. But on what the general public does will 
depend the success of this device. If they will only make it an 
occasion for giving not only the value of their tickets, but as much 
more as they can spare, for giving as freely as they would give to 
our own Red Cross on one of its Flag Days—then, and then only, 
will there be collected a sum that may make all the difference in 
the world to these stoical, unhappy people, and all the difference 
in the world to the future reputation of our country. 

This is a grave matter. The searchlight that beats on the case 
of Belgium is too strong—no country can escape it, least of all our 
country. If our public will only think a moment, then, not only 
out of pity—though heaven knows that should be enough !—but out 
of love for our own good name, we shall make good this shortage 
in our duty towards loyal Belgium. 

On the tenth of July let us fill up a real bumper of help to the 
life and health of this brave, hard-driven little land! 

Joun GaLsworTuy. 


Wingstone, Manaton, Devon, June 23.° 





Conscientious Objectors. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—I venture to trouble you with a few further lines on this 
subject, though my own opinion is that it is receiving dispropor- 
tionate attention. 

You will have in mind that I expressed a view that a great 
number of the claimants in the Sheffield district who asked for 
exemption from military service under the above head were 
political objectors, and not conscientious objectors at all; you, in 
your footnote, rather doubted this view (as you were entitled to do). 

You will be interested to hear that the Central Tribunal have 
given a decision to the effect that a political objection is not a 
conscientious objection within the meaning of the Military Service 
Act; so that confirms my statement. 

Mr. OC. P. Sanger, who wrote a letter criticising mine in some 
respects, suggested that I thought that to be a member of the 
No-Conscription Fellowship was of itself evidence against a 
claimant ; what I said in my letter was that many of the claimants 
under this head were not infrequently “fairly recent adherents to 
the No-Conscription Fellowship,” and was not intended to bear the 
inference that Mr. Sanger drew from it. Mr. Sanger expresses 
views differing from mine based on his knowledge of the London 
Tribunals ; but I know nothing of their procedure, and can only 
speak of what I know. 

It is interesting to note that, while I had a fair percentage of 
claims under the head of conscientious objections from among 
young unmarried men, mostly in the early twenties, I have had 
hardly any claims in from married men on this account. My own 
impression—it is only an impression, but I think there is a good 
deal in it—is that the married men, having often strong claims 
on other grounds, do not introduce the conscientious objection 
unless they are absolutely genuine objectors (of whom I had one 
before a Tribunal yesterday); but the young men often bring in 
this claim because they do not wish to serve, and have no other 
grounds for avoiding military service. 

Epwarp Bramtey. 

6, Paradise-square, Sheffield, June 27. 


[See observations under “ Current Topics.”’—Ep. S.J.] 








Messrs. Onotsy pe Rovarmont & Co. (Limirep), insurance brokers 
and underwriting agents, of 34, Clement’s-lane, Lombard-street, E.C., 
and at “‘ Lloyds,”’ and managers of ‘‘ The Bell Assurance Association 
at “Lloyds,”’ announce that they have appointed Mr. Douglas R. Bel- 
lamy, who has been their secretary for many years, a director as from 
Ist July, 1916, and as such he also joins the board of ‘‘ The Bell ’’ Assur- 
ance Association, 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re R. 8. NEWMAN (LIM.). Zz parte RAPHAEL. No. 1, 
25th June. 


CoMPANY—AGREEMENT BY CoMPANY TO EmpLoy MANAGING DIRECTOR FOR 
Derinitre TeRM—-PAYMENT By SALARY AND COMMISSION ON SALES— 
WInpInG-up—Breacu or Contract—DamaGces—Loss or PROSPECTIVE 
CoMMISSION. 


A company and its directors entered into @ contract to employ a 
person as its managing director for one year certain, at a weekly salary, 
plus commission at the rate of 5 per cent. on all sales effected of the 
company’s goods. Four and a halt months later a compulsory order was 
made for the winding-up of the company on the petition of two direc- 
tors, Zhe late managing director clarmed to prove in the winding-up for 
damages for loss of sulary and commission, 


Held (affirming Astbury, J.), that as the business of the company had 
entirely come to an end through no act or default of its own, the appli- 
cant was not entitled to prove for any loss of prospective commission, 


Ex parte Maclure (Ll. 2. 5 Ch. App. 737) followed, 


Appeal by the applicant from a decision of Astbury, J. (p. 587), in a 
wWinding-up. By a contract, dated 20th July, 1915, and made between the 
company, its three directors, who held all the shares, and the applicant 
Raphael, the latter was appointed managing director of the company, 
which was engaged in the manufacture and sale of optical instruments, 
for one year certain as from lst July, 1915, with provisions for a con- 
tinuation of the employment if the parties were willing. By clause 2 
it was provided that Kaphael shoula be paid “by way of salary the 
sum of £5 per week, and a commission of 5 per cent. on the amount 
realized from and paid upon all sales effected of the company’s goods.”’ 
By clause 3 Raphael was to devote the whole of his time to the busi- 
ness. On 16th November, 1915, in consequence of disagreement between 
the directors, two of them petitioned the Court and obtained an order 
for a compulsory winding-up of the company, and shortly afterwards 
Raphael obtained employment at the same salary with the remaining 
director, who continued to carry on the business of the company as a 
dealer in optical instruments. in January, 1916, Raphael claimed to 
prove in the winding-up for (a) arrears of salary and commission to 
date of winding-up; (+) damages for loss of salary for the remainder 
of the year, being seven at.d a half months, to 50th June, 1916; (c) 
damages for loss of commission during the same period. The liquidator 
admitted the claim under (a4). Astbury, J., held that the applicant had 
not proved any damage under (4), as he was in an equally remunera- 
tive employment, and was not entitled to prove for any loss of commis- 
sion under head (c). He based his decision on the latter point on 
Ez parte Maclure (L. R. 5 Ch. App. 737) and other cases, distinguish- 
ing Turner v. Goldsmith (1891, 1 Q. B. 544). The applicant appealed. 


Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 


Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., having read the material clauses in the 
agreement, and stated the facts, proceeded : He rather hesitated as to 
the meaning of the words in clause 2 of the agreement, but he thought 
the true view was that the salary was regarded as one thing, and the 
commission as another. However that might be, there was a contract 
to pay a salary of £5 a week and 5 per cent. commission on sales, which 
was broken when the winding-up order was made. There was no doubt 
the applicant was entitled to prove in the winding-up for damages for 
breach of that contract, and the learned Judge had held that he was 
entitled to prove for the salary but not for the commission, The atten- 
tion of the Court had been called to several cases on the subject. As 
@ general rule no claim could be made to commission unless the failure 
to earn commission was caused by the wilful act of the other party to 
the contract. But here the question arose whether the company, having 
failed after a time to carry on any business at all, the applicant was 
entitled to prove for the average commission he might have earned had 
it continued in business. His lordship thought he was unable to distin- 
guish the present case from that of Yx parte Maclure (L. R. 5 Ch, 
App. 737), where the Master of the Rolls held that the plaintiff was 
not entitled to any commission, only to salary, and his decision was 
affirmed on appeal. James, L.J., there said that the contract was not 
one which gave the servant the right to determine what the extent of 
the business should be, but he simply took the chance of the company 
finding it a profitable business and carrying it on. The company had a 
right to reduce the business to a minimum, and, if so, they had a right 
to reduce it to nothing as far as he was concerned. His lordship was 
not prepared to say there was any inconsistency between that case and 
Turner v. Goldsmith (1891, 1 Q. B. 544). The present case was covered 
by Ez parte Maclure, and, that being so, the appeal would be dismissed 
with costs. 


Pickrorp and Warrincton, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, the latter observing that J'urner v. Goldsmith was, unlike the 
present case, distinguishable from Hx parte Maclure.—Counsex, Hon. 


Frank Russell, K.C., and G. 2. Northcote; Edward Clayton, K.C., and 
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J. W. Galbraith. 
dell, & Dods. 
(Reported by H. Lanerogy Lewis, Barristerat-Law.] 


Soricrrors, Snow, Fox, & Higginson; Smith, Run- 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re SIR CHAS, STODDART (Deceased). BIRD v. GRAINGER. 
Sargant, J. 21st June. 


Wt1t—Estate Duty—Serrten Lecacres—‘‘ To pe Parp AND Ensoyep 
Free or att Deatn Duties ’’—Duty Imposep arrer Deatu or Testa- 
TOR—Finance Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 10), s. 14. 


The application of a will can be enlarged beyond the date of the 
testator’s death if the construction of the particular language of the will 
admits of it. The words ‘‘to be paid and enjoyed free of all death 
duties,’’ which duties were to be paid or provided for out of the moneys 
arising from the sale of the residuary estate, were held, owing to their 
comprehensiveness and the use of the word “‘ provide,’ to embrace 
death duties, which became payable by Statute after the death of the 
testator. 

Re Palmer (ante, p. 565) applied. 

Sir Charles Stoddart, by his will dated 24th May, 1913, bequeathed 
to his trustee six legacies to hold upon similar trusts, which were for 
his brother or sister for life, and after death half the income for the 
surviving spouse, and, subject thereto, the capital and income among 
the children, and on failure of the trusts to fall into residue, which 
was bequeathed to charities. He directed that all the legacies, whether 
settled or otherwise, and the annuities were ‘‘to be paid and enjoyed 
free of all death duties ’’; and he further directed his trustees to pay 
or ‘‘ provide ’’ for ‘‘the legacies, annuities and duties thereon out of 
the moneys arising from the sale of his residuary estate. Counsel for 
the executors referred to the coming into operation of the Finance Act, 
1914, section 14 0f which provided for the abolition of the relief in respect 
of duty on settled property which had been given by section 5 (2) of 
the Finance Act, 1894, and said that this summons was taken out 
(inter alia) to determine whether the settled legacies or the residue bore 
the duty imposed by Statute after the death of the testator. Counsel 
for those contingently interested in reversion to the settled legacies con 
tended that this duty must be provided for out of residue, the words 
of the will being so very general and comprehensive—‘‘all death 
duties ’’—and also submitted that the word “ provide’’ strengthened 
their argument; and contended that there was no general rule that a 
testator must have in contemplation bringing the duties in force at the 
date of his will. They relied on the two very recent cases of Re Palmer 
(ante, p. 565), and Re Hatch (ante, p. 567). Counsel for the charities 
submitted that, although the punctum temporis of the payment was 
the death of the tenant for life, the liability to pay arose by reason of 
the death of the testator. 

Sarcant, J., after stating the facts, said : There have been several 
very recent cases on this subject, such as He Snape, Elam v. Phillips 
(59 Sonicrrors’. Journan, 562; 1915, 2 Ch. 179), Re Palmer (supra), and 
Re Hatch (supra), which I decided the other day. It is clear that the 
testator contemplated relief of the settled legacies from some death 
duties which had not to be paid immediately, because he speaks of ‘‘ pro- 
viding ’’ for their payment. Counsel for the Crown did not dispute 
that legacy duties have to be paid immediately. But the question here 
is whether the relief given by section 5 (2) of the Finance Act, 1894, 
in respect of estate duty, which would otherwise have been payable on 
the death of a tenant for life of the settled legacies, having been taken 
away by section 14 of the Finance Act; 1914, a certain p hnw. in the 
will throws that prospective claim for estate duty on to the residuary 
estate bequeathed to charities in relief of the settled legacies. That a 
will is to be construed as at the date when it is made, and that its 
application may be enlarged up to the date of the testator’s death, but 
not beyond that date, was not approved of by the Court of Appeal in 
deciding the recent case of He Palmer (ubi supra), when that Court 
held that every will must be construed according to the particular lan- 
guage used in it. In my opinion there could be no virtue in limiting 
the circumstances to be taken into account to those existing at the 
date of the testator’s death, and one ought to consider the time 
when the application of the testator’s directions takes place. The con- 
tention of the Crown that the directions in the will referred to duties 
arising in consequence of the death of the testator would have the effect 
of unduly limiting the language, which was in very general terms. No 
doubt there are practical difficulties which might involve the retention 
of residue to provide for future duties; but the same inconvenience 
might be incurred by one of the settled legacies. Although the scale 
of the estate duty must be estimated with reference to the amount of 
the tenant for life’s own estate, still it is a duty which arose by virtue 
of the disposition of the testator coupled with legislation subsequent. 
I hold that the testator could hardly have used more comprehensive 
language to provide that his family should have their legacies entirely 
**net’’ free from all restriction, and accordingly I direct that the 
duties are to be paid out of the residuary estate.—Counsei, Charles 
Church; ptt ~ Grant, K.C., and Norman Dynes; Austen-Cart- 


Soricrrors, Bird & Bird; Solicitor for the Treasury. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieter-at-Law.] 
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King’s Bench Division. _. 


JAFFE ». KEEL. Div. Court. 22nd June. 


NATIONALITY—NATURALIZATION—CHILD OF NATURALIZED ALIEN Born 
ABROAD—CERTIFICATE OF NATURALIZATION NOT OBTAINED By WiIDow 
—Cuitp Restipent with Wipow 1n EncLanD—NATURALIZATION 
Act, 1870 (33 Vicr. c. 14), s. 10, suB-secrions (1) anp (5). 

One born abroad prior to the British Nationality and Status of Aliens 
Act, 1914, his father being an alién who before his child’s birth had 
obtained a certificate of naturalization as a British subject, does not, 
by residence during infancy in England with his mother while she is a 
widow, obtain British nationality, unless she also has taken out a cer- 
tificate of naturalization under section 10, sub-section (5), of the 
Naturalization Act, 1870. 


Case stated by justices of the peace for the West Riding of Yorks, 
sitting in the City of Bradford. An information was preferred by 
Keel, the respondent, against Jaffé, the appellant, under section 19 (1) 
of Part II. of the Aliens Restriction (Consolidation) Order, 1914, for 
unlawfully contravening the said Order, for that being an alien enemy 
he did not, as soon as might be, furnish to the registration officer of the 
registration district in which he was then resident particulars as to 
the matter set out in the Third Schedule to the said Order. The 
information was heard on 18th November, 1915, when the appellant 
was convicted and adjudged to p@y £5 and costs. The appellant was 
the son of the late Rev. Philip Jaffé, who came to England from the 
province of Posen, East Prussia, in 1839, when fourteen years of age, 
he then being an alien Jew. On 22nd December, 1853, he (having 
previously been converted to Christianity) married one Bertha Berin- 
ger, who was a German, at a Congregational chapel in Surrey, the 
certificate of which marriage was produced. In 1854 he applied to the 
then Secretary of State for the Home Department for a certificate of 
naturalization, which was granted to him on 19th August, 1854, and 
on 22nd August, 1854, he took the oath prescribed by the Statute, and 
the certificate was enrolled on 28th August, 1854. In 1856 he was sent 
as a Protestant Christian missionary by the British Society for the 
Propagation of the Gospel among the Jews to Frankfort, where he 
remained until 1858, when he was transferred to Nuremberg, where 
he remained till his death in 1887. The appellant was one of the 
children of the aforesaid marriage, and was born at Nuremberg on 
12th February, 1875. On the death of his father in 1887 (being then 
twelve years of age) he came to England, and ‘resided with an elder 
sister and her He ell (who was and is a natural born British subject), 
and has resided in England ever since. In 1890 the appellant’s mother, 
having communicated from Hamburg with the Secretary of State, was 
informed that unless her husband had taken steps to divest himself 
of his British nationality she, as his wife, became also a British sub- 
ject under section 10 (1) of the Naturalization Act, 1870, and in the 
absence of any proceedings on her part to divest herself of such 
quality, she remained a British subject. The mother never, whilst a 
widow, obtained a certificate of naturalization in the United Kingdom 
under section 10 (5) of the Naturalization Act, 1870. In May, 1890, 
the mother, then being a widow, having given up her home in Ger 
many, came to live in this country with the aforesaid elder married 
daughter and her husband, where the appellant (being then fifteen 
years of age) resided there with her at Bradford until October, 1890. 
In that month the mother left England to travel in Europe until 1893, 
when she returned to England for an indefinite period, and came to 
reside at the house of her elder married daughter and her husband at 
Bradford, where the appellant (then eighteen years of age) resided with 
her for nearly one year. She then left England and went to Davos 
Platz to nurse a daughter through a long illness, returning here in 
August, 1896, where she resided until her death in 1914. The appel- 
lant contended that no offence against the Statute had been committed, 
as he was a naturalized British subject under section 10, sub-sections 
(1) and (5), of the Naturalization Act, 1870, and not an alien enemy. 
Section 10 of the Naturalization Act, 1870, sub-section 1, provides 
that ‘‘a married woman shall be deemed to be a subject of the State 
of which her husband is for the time being a subject.’’ Sub-section 
(5) provides that ‘‘ Where the father, or the mother, being a widow, 
has obtained a certificate of naturalization in the United Kingdom, 
every child of such father or mother who, during infancy, has become 
resident with such father or mother in any part of the United King- 
dom, shall be deemed to be a naturalized British subject.” 

Daruinc, J., having stated the facts, said : On behalf of the appel 
lant it is now claimed that when his mother came to this country and 
he, being an infant, lived with her, he thereby became, by virtue of 
section 10, sub-section (5), of the Naturalization Act, 1870, a British 
subject, and ceased to be an alien. The learned Judge said he could 
not accede to his argument. The section in questions says. [He read 
the sub-section.] The appellant fails for this reason. First, his mother 
never obtained a certificate of naturalization. It may be said that 
she did not require one, as she was a British subject; that may be, 
but in my opinion to give the status of British nationality to her son 
she herself required to obtain a certificate of- naturalization. Mr. 
Waugh, for the appellant, has contended that the certificate_obtained 
by the appellant’s father covered both, and, therefore, the mother 
obtained it. I do not agree. The father obtained a certificate, and 
the mother would become a naturalized British subject, but that w* 
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before she was required to obtain a certificate. She never obtained 
a certificate, and, therefore, the appellant, being the child of a widow 
who had not obtained a certificate of naturalization, does not come 
within the sub-section. Secondly, I think the sub-section means that 
the widow must, in order to give the status of British nationality to her 
infant child residing in the United Kingdom with her, have obtained 
a certificate of naturalization after she was a widow. As the require- 
ments of sub-section (5) have not been complied with, the appellant 
remains what he was at first—an alien. The appeal, therefore, fails. 

Avory, J., said that it was decided in Rex v. Albany-street Police 
Superintendent (1915, 3 K. B. 716) that a child born in a foreign State 
prior to the British Nationality and Status of Aliens Act, 1914, did 
mot obtain the status of British nationality by the mere fact that his 
father was a naturalized British subject. Nor does the mere fact of 
his mother having become a British subject avail the appellant here. 
Jt remains, therefore, only to consider whether sub-section (5), of section 
10, of the Act of 1870 applies to this case. For the reasons given by 
my brother Darling, J., I agree that the sub-section does not apply, and 
therefore that the appeal fails. 

Horripce, J., concurred.—Counset, Waugh, K.C., and J. J. Wright, 
for the appellant ; Lowenthal, for the respondent. Soxricrrors, for the 
appellant, Wynne, Baxter, & Keeble, for Hugh Hammond & Topham, 
Bradford; for the respondent, Clements, Williams, & Co., for W. 
Vibart Dixon, Wakefield. 

(Reported by G. H. Knott, Barrister-at-Law.} 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


MUNDY (LIM.) v. LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. No. 2. 24th May; 

2nd June. 

County Court—PayMentT 1ntTo CourT—ACTION FOR NEGLIGENCE— 
Notice Denyina LiabILIT¥—ADMISSION OF NEGLIGENCE—DENIAL OF 
Damace—Form or Notice—County Court Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. 
c. 43), s. 107—County Court Rutes, 1903 anp 1914, Orp. 9, Rr. 12. 


In an action in the county court for damages for negligence, the 
defendants paid into court a sum of £40, with the following notice :— 
“Take notice that the defendants admit that the accident was caused 
through their negligence, but that they deny the alleged damage, and, 
while in this manner denying liability, they bring into court the sum 
of £40, and £2 9s. 10d. in respect of costs, and say that this sum ts 
sufficient to satisfy the plaintiffs’ claim.’’ The plaintiffs recovered the 
amount paid into Court and no more, and claimed to deprive the 
defendants of their costs incurred after the date of payment into Court, 
treating the notice as invalid, and the payment into Court as non- 
existent, : 

Held, that although the defendants had by their notice admitted 
negligence, they had nevertheless denied damage, which was the gist of 
the action. Having denied damage, the defendants’ notice was good 
and valid, and entitled them to the costs of the action incurred after 
the date of the payment into Court. 

Critchell v. London and South Western Railway Co. (1907, 1 K. B. 
860) distinguished. 

Appeal by the plaintiffs from a decision of a Divisional Court (reported 
1916,1 K. B. 159). Owing to the negligence of the defendants’ servant, 
one of their tramcars collided with and injured a horse belonging to the 
plaintiffs. An action having been brought in the Lambeth County 
Court to recover damages based on the negligence of the defendants’ 
servant, the defendants, under ord. 9, r. 12, of the County Court Rules, 
1903 and 1914, paid £40 into court, with this notice :—‘‘ Take notice 
that the defendants admit that the accident was caused through their 
negligence, but they deny the alleged damage, and while in this manner 
denying liability bring into court the sum of £40 damages and 
£2 9s. 10d. in respect of costs, and say that this sum is sufficient to 
satisfy the plaintiffs’ claim.’’ At the trial His Honour Judge Parry 
held that the sum paid in was sufficient to satisfy the claim, but that 
the defendants were nevertheless not entitled to their costs from the 
time of the payment into court, as their notice was not a proper notice 
of denial of liability under ord. 9, r. 12, of the County Court Rules. 
The defendants appealed to the Divisional Court, who held that, 
although the defendants had by their notice admitted negligence, they 
had nevertheless denied damage, and that damage alone was involved 
in the action. Having denied damage, the defendants’ notice was good 
and valid, and entitled them to the costs of the action incurred after 
the date of the payment into court. The plaintiffs now appealed to the 
Court of Appeal. 

Lord Reapine, C.J., giving judgment, said an admission of negligence 
was not an admission of liability apart from proof of actual damage, 
and the denial of this put the defendants’ liability in issue. He 
referred to several cases, such as Critchell v. London and South Western 
Railway Co. (1907, 1 K. B. 860), which were distinguishable from the 
present case, as the Courts there had treated the notice as a sham. 
Here thera was no material before the Court to shew that the present 
notice was of that character, and as, in his opinion, the notice was a 
good notice, the appeal failed. 

Warrincton, L:J., and EcruTton, J., agreed. Order accordingly.— 

















Counsrt, for the appellants, Doughty; for the respondents, Craig 
Henderson. Soxicrrors, Clifford Turner & Hopton; Edward Tanner. 
[Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
fe R. 8. NEWMAN (LIM.). Astbury, J. 16th May. 


Company—WInb1NnG-up—Director’s PRoor—SaLary—Year Cerrain— 
OPTION. 

(1) Damages for loss of salary cannot be obtained under an agreement 
of employment jora definite time, when in Jact fresh employme nt 
obtained at the same salary at once which, although temporary and pre 
carious, in fact lasted beyond the time limit. : 

(2) Unearned prospective commission cannot be proved for in company 
winding-up. 

Hamlyn v. Wood (1891, 2 Y. &. 488) applied. 

Turner v. Goldsmith (1891, 1 Q@. B. 544) distinguished. 

(3) An option to purchase shares in order to obtain definite rights 
only applies while the conmvpany wa going concern, 


Taylor v. Caldwell (1863, 3 4. &: S. 826) followed. 


This was a summons in company winding-up to have a managing 
director’s proof allowed in full. The company was a private one, in 
corporated on 13th July, 1915. The shares were held in equal thirds by 
three directors, who were life directors under article 72, and managing 
directors for ten years under article 85. An agreement was made on 20th 
July, 1915, between the company, the three directors, and one Raphael, 
which provided (inter alia) as follows :—(1) The company appointed 
Raphael managing director for one year as from Ist July, 1915, and if 
at the expiration of that period the parties should be willing to prolong 
the same the said employment should continue for a further period 
of three years; (2) there should be paid to Raphael by way of salary 
the sum of £5 per week and a commission of 5 per cent. on the amount 
realized from and paid upon all sales effected of the company's goods; 
(3) Raphael should devote the whole of his time to the business, 
and should act under the direction of the board: (4 taphael 
should not be concerned in any other similar business; (5) the right was 
granted by the company to Raphael, on applying to the company therefor 
and paying for the same at par within one year from Ist July, 1915, 
to acquire from the company shares equal to one-third of the capital 
issued at that date. The agreement provided that, if and when 
Raphael should acquire the said holding in the share capital, the com 
mission payable under the agreement should cease, but Raphael's em 
ployment should continue for ten years from Ist July, 1915, at £5 
per week. Raphael was not to part with the shares within ten years 
without the written consent of the three direetors’. In November, 1915, 


a compulsory winding-up order was made on the petition of Jessie 
Mitchell and Joseph McKim, who were contributories, and the official 
receiver was appointed liquidator. The compulsory winding-up order 
was made on the ground that the three directors were wholly unable 
to agree with one another, so that a hopeless deadlock had resulted. At 
the beginning of December, 1915, Raphael obtained employment with 
Rosa Neumann, who continued to carry on a similar business He 


was engaged in his new employment at a salary of £5 a week, but his 
employment was to be terminable at a week’s notice. In January, 1916, 
he sent in a proof for the following : (1) Arrears of salary and commis 
sion to the date of the winding-up; (2) damages for the loss of salary 
for the 74 months from the winding up to 13th June, 1916, when the 
year for which he was definitely appointed expired; (3) damages for 
loss of commission during thése 75 months; (4) damages for loss of 
salary from 1st July, 1916, to 30th June, 1925, on the basis that, had 
the company not been wound up, he would have exercised his option 
to take a definite appointment for that period, and the winding-up 
had deprived him of that option. The liquidator admitted the claim 
as to the whole of (1) and as to (2) up to the date when Raphael 
obtained his new appointment. He rejectetl the rest of the proof as to 
(2) on the ground that, in view of Raphael’s present employment, there 
was no damage proved by him; as to (3) on the ground that 
Raphael could not prove for unearned prospective commission ; and as 
to (4) on the ground that Raphael had not fulfilled the condition pre- 
cedent by applying for shares in exercise of his option under clause 5, 
and that this clause by implication only applied while the company was 
a going concern. 

Astsury, J., after stating the facts, said: Having regard to the 
fact that Raphael’s employment, though precarious at the date of the 
proof, has in fact lasted to the present time, and will probably con- 
tinue up to 30th June, 1916, he has not proved any damage for loss 
of salary under head (2). He is not entitled to prove for loss of com- 
mission under head (3): Ha parte Maclure (1870. L. R. 5 Ch. 737), 
Cowaejee Nanabhoy Vv Lallhbhoy Vullubhoy 1876, L. R 3 Ind. 
App 200), and Hamlyn v. Wood (1891, 2 Q. B. 488). He is en 
titled to his commission earned while the company is a going concern, 
but after the winding-un there is no business on which commission can 
be earned. On this point the case of Turner v. Goldamith (1891, 1 
Q. B. 544). on which Mr. Raphael relied, is distinguishable, for there 
the plaintiff was engaged for a fixed term to obtain orders for goods 
‘‘manufactured or sold ’’’ by the defendant, a private individual, and 
was to be paid a commission on the goods sold. The factory was 





burnt down. so that no more goods could be manufactured, but there 
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was nothing to prevent the defendant continuing his selling business 
during the rest of the term. Instead of that he discontinued his busi 
ness altogether, and ceased to employ the plaintiff. It was held that 


the plaintiff was entitled to damages for the loss of his commission 
during the rest of the term. In the present case the company and its 
business have entirely me to an end through no fault of the « mpany, 
and there is no breach of the contract to pay commission. The claim 
under head (3) accordingly fails. As to head (4) Raphael has not, in 
fact, applied for shares under clause 5, and that clause clearly implies 
that the application (if any) must be made while the company is still 
in existence see TJ'aylor. Caldwell (1863, 3 B. & S. 826). Chere is 
therefore no breach of clause 5, and the claim under head ‘4) fails. 


The summons must be dismissed with costs, but I grant leave to appeal 
Counset, G. BR. Northeot a; Be @ Galbraith SoLtcirors, for 
appellant, Snow, Fox, & Higginson; for respondents, Smith, Rundell, 
ad Doda 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieter-at-Law.) 





Kings Bench Dyivision. 
HUNT +. RICHARDSON. Div. Court. 2nd June. 


ADULTERATION OF Foop—Mi_tk—Dericiency tn Mitk Fat—MumLk Not 
TamMperepD witH— Mops or Frepinc Cows—Sa.Le or Foop ann Druaes 
Act, 107 a8 & 39 Vict. c. 63), 8. 6 
1 / / lk which, though in way adulterated, was, in fact, 

deh lhe ff Ping to tl en ods i feed y the cows 

Held, ¢t the Dis nal ¢ irt (Darling, Lawrence, and Avor\ Bess 
Bra i Scrutton, JJ lissenting) that this did not justify a conru 
tian f { the S Food and Drugs Act, 1875 

* 

Cas ited by justice f the peace of the borough of Cambridge 
An intormatior Vas preterred against Hunt, the appellant, before the 
justices by Ernest Richardson, the respondent, an inspector under the 
Food and Dr Act wv that he on 9th September, 1915, contrary to 
the | " the Statute & 39 Vict 63, s. 6, did unlawfully 
sell a certain ar f food, viz., milk which was deficient in milk 
fat to the extent of 9 per cent ind was not of the nature, substance 
and qualit tl rti demanded he appellant was a farmer and 
r cee} it Cotor r ( bridge, and } old his milk to retail 
dea! S Oy vt Septem be the dat« of the alleged offence, he 
had a herd ot | shorthorn cows, which was under the charge of 
thr men in | employ lt of whom were mpetent and experten ed 
in the mana rent nd milku ot ows. When the milk had been 
poured from the pails into churns, intended for deKvery to each 
customer, i is taken direct by one of the appellant’s servants and 
delivered by him to the customers Nothiug was added to, or abstracted 
from, the milk by the appellant, or his servants, beyond such abstra 
tion of impurities a uuld be effected by straining the milk before 
pourin t into the churns: and such abstractions, if any, as might 
take place by pouring the milk from one vessel into another. In con 
sequence of the heavy rains in the previous July and August, the 
growth of grass and green feeding stuffs on the appellant’s farm was 
on 9th September, 1915, and had beeu for some weeks previously, 
phenomenal in quantit but it is in what is technically known as 
a “*« ashy or watery condition: and in consequence the appellant’s 
cows, while being fed on such growths, had been giving a much larger 
quantity of milk than usual The cows were given 3 lbs. of cake each 
per day in three meals throughout this season of the year, which was 
the usual allowance under normal conditions, but no special steps were 
taken to counteract the effect on the quality of milk of the ‘‘ washy”’ 


state of the herbage, or to test by technical means the effect of the 
washy herbage on the milk; but, on the other hand, the appellant and 


hia men were well aware of what was taking place The cows were 
shortly before 9th September, given green maize, which was even 
more washy, in order to keep up the quantity of milk. The quality 
of milk is affected by the quantity, and also by the state of health of 
the animal, the method of milking, the manner of feeding, and the 
hours that elapse between successive milkings If cows are not 


thoroughly milked out or stripped on any occasion the quality of the 
milk at that particular milking is poorer Analysis of the milk supplied 
shewed that the milk fat therein was 2.73 per cent. ; but it was shewn 
that there was a great difference in the percentage of milk fat between 
the morning and afternoon milking of herds of cows, and that the 
morning milking frequently fell below the 3 per cent. standard, and 
that the morning milking was more likely to be deficient in fat than 
the afternoon milking. Under the Sale of Milk Regulations, 1901. 
issued by the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, where a sample of 
milk contains less than 3 per cent. of milk fat it shall be presumed for 
the purposes of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, until the 
contrary is proved, that the milk is not genuine by reason of the abstrac 
tion therefrom of milk fat or the addition thereto of water The 
justices having found (a) that the milk in question was deficient in 
milk fat to the extent of 9 per cent., but that there had been no 
abstraction of milk fat or addition of water after it had come from 
the cows. and () that the deficiency was due to the manner in which 
the appellant had fed his cows, with the object of obtaining a very 
large sunply of milk without regard to the quality of such milk, deter 


posed a fine of £2 and costs. 

Tue Court, by a majority, allowed the appeal and quashed the 
conviction. 

DarwinG, J., said that, in his opinion, the Statute in question and 
the Regulations thereunder were to prevent the sale of milk ‘not 
genuine’ or “injurious to health’’ even if genuine. Genuine does 
not mean rich, nor poor, nor thick, nor thin. The case shews that the 
evening milk from the same cows would have better satisfied the 
analytical test than that drawn in the morning. So far as section 6 
of 38 & 39 Vict. c. 63 was concerned with milk, it was made an offence 
to sell this not in its natural state, be it rich or poor, but with some 
alteration of its ‘‘ value, substance or quality,’’ due to the additiort 
or subtraction of something. It was also worth while observing that 
although the Statute 62 & 63 Vict. c. 51 dealt with ‘‘ impoverished 
milk, and enacted a standard, it nowhere gave any indication as te 
the proper proportions in which the natural ingredients should be 
present in milk. This Statute, however, would have provided the very 
occasion for creating the offence contended for had the Legislature 
desired to decree it. All the reasoning of the Lords of the Court of 
Sessions in Scott v. Jack (49 Sc. L. R. 909) was equally applicable 
to this case, and in their view the case of Smithiea v. Bridge (1902, 2 
K. B. 13) was wrongly decided. The Regulation of the Board of 
Agriculture, quoted by Lord Alverstone in the latter case, seemed to 
shew the contrary to his construction, if read to the end; for the-word 
‘genuine’’ was amplified or explained by these words immediately 
following : ‘‘ by reason of the abstraction therefrom of milk fat or the 
addition thereto of water.’’ What would it profit the defendant to 
disprove this if he might yet be held guilty, merely because he had 
milked his cows in the morning, or had allowed them to indulge too 
far their taste for aqueous henbage in pastures new? This appeal 
should be allowed and the conviction quashed. 

LAWRENCE and Avory, JJ., delivered judgments to the like effect 

Bray, J., said the decision of this case must turn on the true con 
struction of section 6 of the Act of 1875: ‘‘ No person shall sell to 
the prejudice of the purchaser any article of food, or any drug, which 
is not of the nature, substance and quality of the article demanded 
No particular quality was demanded in this case, and the first question 
is, what quality was the person entitled to? This was a sale of goods 
by description, and seemed clearly to come within the provisions of sec 
tion 14, sub-section 2, of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893. It was clear 
the appellant dealt in goods described as milk, and, if so, the quality 
demanded was ‘‘ merchantable quality The word ‘‘ quality ’’ seemed 
to be quite unambiguous as regard drugs (Knight v. Bowers, 14 Q. B. D 
845). and it applied also to any article of food. In Anness v. Grivrell 
1915, 3 K. B. 685) it was held that ‘‘ quality’ in section 6 meant the 
commercial quality of the article sold. The conclusion, then, must be 
that under the Act of 1875 any article of food, whether a natural pro- 
duct, such as milk, or an artificial product, such as bread, must be of the 
quality demanded, and it was no answer to say it was genuine and not 
adulterated. It was impossible to read the Act of 1899 and the Regula 
tions made under it as altering the provisions of section 6 of the Act 
of 1875. It merely affected the mode of proof, and provided that if 
the ingredients of the milk did not reach the particular standard, it 
should be presumed, unti! the contrary was proved, that the milk was 
not genuine. What was the meaning of the word merchantable in 
relation to milk? This was a pure question of fact to be determined 
by the evidence of those who dealt in the article, and was not a ques- 
As soon as the article gets lower than a certain point it 


tion of law 
ceases to be merchantable. The abnormal treatment of the cows could 
only be evidence as to this merchantable quality. The magistrates 


found, 4s a fact, that the milk was not of the nature, substance and 
quality demanded, and there was evidence to support that finding. But 
they based their decision on the manner in which the appellant fed his 
cows and not on the real point—the merchantable quality of the milk 
and the case ought to go back to them to find this fact. They ought 
not to find that the milk was not of the nature, substance and quality 
demanded unless they were satisfied that the milk was not of merchant 
able quality. 
Scruton, J., delivered a judgment agreeing with the view of Br 
J.. that the case shoule go back for the magistrates to direct their 
minds to the question whether the milk supplied was of the commer: il 
or marketable quality required by the usage of buyers and sellers of 
milk Appeal allowed and the conviction quashed.—CovnstL, Diz 
turnal, K.C., and Aggs; Ricardo. Sotrcrrors, Torr & Co., for Alger 
non Lyon, Cambridge ; Whitehead, Cambridge. 
[Reported by G. Hl. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


+3 





In his charge to the Grand Jury at the June Sessions of the Central 
Criminal Court, which opened on Tuesday, says the T'imes, the Recorder 
commented on the fact that twelve persons were accused of bigamy, 
which was nearly 25 per cent. of the whole calendar. Since the out 
break of the war the number of people charged with bigamy at that 
court had greatly increased. the explanation, as shown by some of the 
cases, being the desire to enable women to draw the separation allowance 
granted by the Government. Private Charles Bell, of the West York- 
shire Regiment, charged with bigamy at Newcastle Assizes on Tuesday, 
pleaded that he had been in three hospitals, and completely forgot the 





mined that the milk in question was not of the nature, substance and 


existence of his wife and family at Morley, Yorks. 





quality of the article demanded, and convicted the appellant and im- 
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New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations. 
The London Gazette of 25rd June contains the following :— 


1. A Notice (printed below) with reference to transfers of stocks, &c. 

2. A Notice of the appointment of an additional member of the Appeal 
Tribunal for the County of Surrey under the Military Service Act, 1916. 

3. Regulations made by the Board of Trade under the Munitions of 
War Acts, 1915 and 1916, with reference to workmen employed at 
the Royal Albert and Victoria Docks- of the Port of London. The 
operative part is printed below. 

. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
four more businesses to be wound up, bringing the number to 203. 

5. Two War Office Notices, dated 21st and 22nd June (printed below), 
as to insurance of raw wool, and as to dealings in raw wool in the Isle of 
Man. 

6. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners, dated 19th June, 1916 (No. 654 ot 
the year 1916), republishing No. 622 of 1916, with an amendment to 
paragraph 4, relating to Scotland, North-East Coast, and prescribing 
regulations for traffic in the Pentland and Moray Firths, by which 
traffic at night is in effect prohibited. The warning in the previous 
Notice (see ante, p. 569) is repeated. The Regulations are made under 
the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914. 

The London Gazette of 27th June contains the following :- 

7. A Proclamation, dated 27th June (printed below), of this day 

Ist July) as a Bank Holiday. 

8. A Proclamation, dated 27th June (printed below), under sect, 45 

f the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, prohibiting the importation ot 
certain articles into the United Kingdom. 

). Orders in Council, dated 27th June, extending to the Isle of Man, 
vith certain adaptations, the Military Service Act, 1916 (Session 2), the 
Naval and Military War Pensions Act, 1915, and the amending Defence 
of the Realm Regulations of Ist June (ante, p. 541). 

10. A translation (printed below) of an addition to the German con 
traband list whereby cement is made conditional contraband. 

11. A Foreign Office Notice, dated 27th June, that an addition has 
been made to the lists published as a supplement to the London Gazette 
of 16th May, 1916, of persons to whom articles to be exported to Siam 
may be consigned, 

12. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
six more businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 209. 

13. A General Order, dated 26th June (printed below), of the Central 
Control] Board (Liquor Traffic). 

14. An Order of the Minister of Munitions, dated 24th June (printed 
below), under Regulation 304 of the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) 
Regulations, 1914 (59 Sourcrrors’ Journat, 764). 

15. An Admiralty Order (dated 24th June) as to Ships’ Lights made 
under the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914. 

16. Two Admiralty Notices to Mariners as follows :— 

{1) A Notice, dated 23rd June (No. 669 of the year 1916), repeat 
ing No, 635 of 1916, with an amendment, relating to Scotland, East 
Coast and Orkney Islands, and containing restrictions on traffic at 
night in Firth of Forth and Moray Firth, and restricting entrance 
to Scapa Flow. 

(2) A Notice, dated 24th June (No. 679 of the year 1916, repeat- 
ing with amendments No. 650 of 1916), relating to England, East 
Coast, and defining an area in the northern approach to the River 
Humber which is entirely prohibited to all vessels. 


These Notices are issued under the Defence of the Realm (Consolida- 
tion) Regulations, 1914, and failure to comply with the directions con- 
tained in them constitutes an offence against the Regulations. 


Notice to Companies, Municipal Authorities, and 
Bankers as to Transfers of Stocks, &c. 


The attention of all Companies, Municipal. Authorities and Bankers, 
who keep registers or branch or local registers of any annuities, deben- 
ture stocks, debentures, stocks, shares or securities, is called to the pro- 
visions of the Trading with the Enemy Proclamation of 9th September, 
1914, (which under section 1 of the Trading with the Enemy Act, 1914, 
has Statutory Force) whereby all transact ions with an Enemy in Stocks, 
Shares or other Securities are made illegal: and to the provisions of 
section 8 of the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act of 1914, which 
forbids entries in such registers of any transfer of any securities therein 
registered inscribed or standing in the name of any enemy, except by 
leave of a Court of competent jurisdiction or of the Board of Trade. 

These enactments are by the Trading with the Enemy Amendment 
Act, 1915, section 3, and the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of 
Powers) Act, 1915, extended to all persons who are enemies or treated 
as enemies under any Proclamation relating to Trading with the Enemy 
for the time being in force, and to all persons whose names appear on 
the Statutory List issued under the provisions of the latter Act. 

Moreover, by the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, sec- 


any notice of any transfer of any securities made to or for the benefit 
of an enemy subject except by leave of a Court of competent jurisdiction 
or of the Board of Trade. 

All Companies, Municipal Authorities and Bankers are accordingly 
required before registering or allowing any transfer of any annuities, 
debenture stock, debentures, stocks, shares or other securities to obtain 
from both the Transferor and the Transferee or from the Brokers acting 
for them in the transfer or from a Solicitor or Banker on their behalf 
declarations in the form or to the effect of the declarations following :— 


1.—Form of declaration by Transferor. 

I/We hereby declare that I am not (no one of us is) a person resident 
or carrying on business in any country at war with Great Britain, or 
treated as an enemy under any Proclamation relating to Trading’ with 
the Enemy, or mentioned, or a member of a body of persons mentioned, 
in the Statutory List under the Trading with the Enemy (Statutory 
List; Proclamation, 1916, No. 3, and that the within written transfer 
(enclosed herewith) is not made by me/us on behalf of any such person 
as aforesaid 

7 
2.—Form of declaration by Transferee. 

I/We hereby declare that I am not (no one of us is) a person resident 
or carrying on business in any country at war with Great Britain, or 
treated as an Enemy under any Proclamation relating to Trading with 


the Enemy, or mentioned, or a member of a body of persons mentioned, 
in the Statutory List under the Trading with the Enemy (Statutory 
List) Proclamation, 1916, No. 3, or an enemy subject within the meaning 


of the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, and that the 
within written transfer (enclosed herewith) is not made to me/us for 
the benefit of any such person as aforesaid. 

These forms may be adapted to meet the case where the declaration 
is made by a Broker, Solicitor or Banker on behalf of the Transferor or 
Transferee. 


Munitions of War Acts, 1915 and 1916, 
EMPLOYMENT OF DOCK LABOURERS 
Recitals. } 

Che Board of Trade hereby impose the following regulations in relation 
to the engagement or employment of all or any of the classes of work 
men hereinafter mentioned within the Royal Albert and Victoria Docks 
of the Port of London : 

1. Every person who employs workmen within the Royal Albert and 
Victoria Docks of the Port of London on the work of loading or unload- 
ing ships or rivercraft or handling cargoes shall on every day of such 
employment prepare or cause to be prepared a return showing 

(a) The number of workmen actually employed by him up to 
2 p.m. on such day upon all or any such work ; 

b) The approximate number workmen he will require so to 
employ upon all or any such work on the next following working day 

2. Every such return shall be made up to 2 p.m. on each day and 
shal] be transmitted immediately thereafter to the officer nominated in 
that behalf by the Board of Trade, who will take whatever steps may 
appear to them desirable to make public all or any of the particulars 
therein contained. 

Signed by order of the Board of Trade this 3rd day of June, 1916. 
H, LLEWELLYN SMITH, 
Secretary to the Board of Trade 


Insurance of Raw Wool. 

NOTICE 

War Office, London, 21st June, 1916, 
Whereas by an Order published in the London Gazette on the 8th June, 
1916, the Army Council, in pursuance of the powers conferred on them 
by Regulation 50 A. of the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regula 
tions, 1914, applied such Regulations to certain War material, to wit, 
raw wool grown or to be grown on sheep in Great Britain or Ireland 
during the season of 1916: 
And whereas the Army Council deem it desirable that the Insurance of 
such War material purchased or sold before the 8th June, 1916, should 
be permitted : 
Now, therefore, the Army Council give notice that they hereby 
authorize and permit the insurance of raw woo] grown or to be grown 
on sheep in Great Britain or Ireland during the season 1916. 
H. BRApDE. 


Prohibition of the Purchase of Isle of Man Wool. 


ORDER. 
War Office, 22nd June, 1916. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred on them by Regulation 30 A. of 

the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, the Army 

Council hereby order that the War Material, to which the Regulation 

applies, shal] include war material of the following classes and descrip- 
tions, that is to say :— 

Raw wool grown or to be grown on sheep in the Isle of Man 

during the season of 1916. 


R. H. Brave. 





tion 10, no Company shall take any cognizance of or otherwise act wpon 
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A Proclamation 
FOR A BANK HOLIDAY. 


GEORGE R.1. 

We, considering that it is desirable that Saturday, the First day of 
July next, should be observed as a Bank Holiday throughout the United 
Kingdom, and in pursuance of the provisions of “The Bank Holidays 
Act, 1871,’’ do hereby, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council, 
and in exercise of the powers conferred by the Act aforesaid, appoint 
Saturday, the First day of July next, as a special day to be observed 
as a Bank Holiday throughout the United Kingdom, under and in 
accordance with the said Act, and We do, by this Our Royal Proclama 
tion, command the said day to be so observed, and all Our loving 
subjects to order themselves accordingly. 

27th June 


A Proclamation 


FOR PROHIBITING THE IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN 
ARTICLES INTO THE UNITED KINGDOM. 


GEORGE RB.L. 

[ Recitals. ] 

As from and after the Sixth day of July, 1916, subject as hereinafter 
provided, the importation into the United Kingdom of the following 
goods is hereby prohib ted, viz 

Such motor cars, chassis, 
4s were expressly exempted from the prohibition on the importation 
of motor cars, chassis, motor cycles and parts and accessories thereof 
which was imposed by the Prohibition of Import (No, 3) Proclama- 


parts and accessories (other than tyres) 


tion, | 116 
Vacuum cleaners. 
Y east. 


s hereby declared, that this prohibition shall 
not apply to any such goods which are imported under licence given by 
or on behalf of the Board of Trade, and subject to the provisions and 
conditions of such licence 

This Proclamation may be cited as the Prohibition of Import (No, 7) 
Proclamation, 191¢ 

27th June 


Provided always and it 


German Contraband List 
Foreign Office, 
23rd June, 1916. 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs draws attention to the 


following translation of an Order issued by the German Government on 


the 3rd instant 

1 hereby direct that the following article be added to Article 23* of 
the Prize Ordinance of September 30th, 1909, last amended by the 
Imperial Decree of April 18th, 1915+ (Reiches-Gesetzblatt, page 227) : 

22) Cement 
Rerlin, June 3rd, 1916. 
For the Imperial Chancellor, 
VON JONQUIERES. 

* This article contains the list of conditional contraband of war 

t See London Gazette of Tuesday, May 11th, 1915. 





Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control). 
GENERAL ORDER Or THE CENTRAL ContTrot Boarp (Ligvor TRAFFIC) 
RELATING TO New Excise LIcENCcEs. 


mtravening any provision of this Order or of the Liquor 


iny pe nm ¢ 
to imprisonment for six months with 


Control Regulations is liable 
hard labour and a fine of £100 

We, the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), in pursuance of the 
powers conferred upon us by the Acts and Regulations relating to the 
Defence of the Realm, hereby make the following General Order : 

lreas to which the Order A polies 

1) This Order shal] apply to all areas to which the Defence of the 
Realm (L quor ( ontrol) Regulat ons, 1915, have been applied. 
on the Sale of Intoxicating Liquor Under New Excise 

Licences. 

2) No person shall, except with the written authority of the Central 
Control Board (Liquor Traffic) and in accordance with the terms and 
conditions subject to which such authority may be granted, either by 
himself or by any servant or ageMt, sell or supply in any premises any 
intoxieating liquor under an excise licence granted in respect of such 
premises on or after the first day of July, 1916, unless an excise licence 
authorizing such sale was in force in respect of such premises on the 
30th day of June, 1916. 

Provided always that nothing in this Article shal] be deemed to affect 
the sale of intoxicating liquor under— 

(a) An excise licence granted on the authority of a Justices’ 
licence, or of a certificate as defined in Part VII. of the Licensing 
(Scotland) Act, 1903; or 

(b) An excise licence granted to any person holding a canteen 
under the anthority of a Secretary of State or of the Admiralty; or 

(c) A manufacturer's licence. ‘ 


Restrictions 


(5) In the application of this Order to any area or part of an area in 
Scotland the Order shall be read as if the expression “ exciseable liquor ” 
were substituted for the expression “ intoxicating liquor.” 

Given under the Seal of the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) this 
twenty-sixth day of June, 1916. 

D’ ABERNON, Chairman. 

Joun Pepper, Member of the Board. 


War Material. 
ORDER. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred on him by Regulation 30a of the 
Defence of the Realm Consolidation Regulations, 1914, the Minister of 
Munitions hereby orders that the War Material te which the Regulation 
applies shall include War Material of the following class and descriptio: 

namely: Whale Oil other than Sperm Oil. 

The Order dated March 18th, 1916, pwhlished in the London Gazett: 
of March 21st, 1916, is hereby cancelled. [Ante, p. 371.] 

Notice. 

All applications for a Permit in connection with the above Order should 
be addressed to the Director of Propellant Supplies, Ministry of Muni 
tions, 52,54, Old Queen Street, Westminster. S.W. : 

June 24th, 1916. 





Industrial and Provident Societies Acts Rules, 
1916. 


1. All appeals to the High Court under Section 7 (1) of the Industrial 
and Provident Societies Act, 1893, as amended by Section 3 of the 
Industrial and Provident Societies (Amendment) Act, 1895. and Section 9 
4) of the Industrial and Provident Societies Act, 1893, shall be brought 
in the Chancery Division of the High Court and shal] be commenced by 
originating notice of motion within two months of the decision of the 
Registrar, or within such further time as the Registrar or the Court 
may think fit to allow. And the Rules of the Supreme Court for the 
time being in force shall (except if and so far as otherwise provided 
by these Rules) apply to all proceedings on any such appeal. 

2. The notice of motion shall bé headed with a reference to the Indus 
trial and Provident Societies Act, 1893, and also with a reference to 
the decision of the Registrar which is appealed against, and shall contain 
or have scheduled or annexed thereto a concise statement of the grounds 
of the appeal, and no grounds other than those comprised in such state- 
ment shall (except with the leave of the Court and on such terms, if 
any, as the Court shall think just) be allowed to be taken by the 
appellant at the hearing of the motion. 

5. The notice of motion shall be served on the Registrar and the Court 
may at any stage of the motion direct that the same be served on any 
other persons that the Court may think proper, 

4. At any stage of the motion the Court may, if it shall appear to 
be expedient so to do, cause notice to be given by advertisement or 

therwise of the time when the motion will be, or is likely to be, heard 
and disposed of, or otherwise make provision for enabling any persons 
interested in the Society in question or in the subject matter of the 
appeal to appear and be heard on the motion. 

5. At any stage of the motion the Court may, if thought fit, give 
any such special directions for the hearing and disposal of the motion 
either on affidavit evidence or with witnesses or otherwise, and generally 
at such time and in such manner as may be just and convenient, 

6. In all proceedings on any such appeal the Court shall have all the 
powers vested by the Act in the Registrar, and may make any order 
which might or ought to have been made by the Registrar. 

7. In al] proceedings on any such appeal the costs of and incident 
thereto, including the costs of and incident to any proceedings before 
the Registrar, shal] be in the discretion of the Court. 

8. These Rules may be cited as the Industrial and Provident Societies 
Act Rules, 1916. 

Dated the 24th day of May, 1916. 


The Friendly Societies. Act Rules, 1016. 


1. All appeals to the High Court under Sections 12 (1), (6), 13 (3), and 
77 (6) (b) of the Friendly Societies Act, 1896, shall be brought in the 
Chancery Division of the High Court, and shall be commenced by 
originating notice of motion within two months of the decision of the 
Central Office or the Chief Registrar, or within such further time as the 
Chief Registrar or the Court may think fit to allow. And the Rules of 
the Supreme Court for the time being in force shall (except if and so 
far as otherwise provided by these Rules) apply to all proceedings on 
any such appeal. 

2. The notice of motion shall be headed with a reference to the 
Friendly Societies Act, 1896, and also with a reference to the decision of 
the Central Office or the Chief Registrar which is appealed against, and 
shall contain or have scheduled or annexed thereto a concise statement 
of the grounds of the appeal, and no grounds other than those comprised 
in such statement shall (except with the leave of the Court and on such 
terms, if anv, as the Court shall think just) be allowed to be taken by 
the appellant at the hearing of the motion. 

3. The notice of motion shall be served on the Chief Registrar and 


3. 
the Court may at any stage of the motion direct that the same be 
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At any stage of the’ motion the Court may, if thought fit, give 
any such special directions for the hearing and ‘disposal of the motion 
either on affidavit evidence or with witnesses or otherwise and generally 
at such time and in such manner as may be just and convenient. 


Amounts already acknowledged 
A. K. Loyd, Esq., K.C. on 
R. W. Cooper, Esq. ... 

R. F. Norton, Esq., K.C. 

E. Humphreys, Esq. . 

P. Ogden Lawrence, Es, K.C 
N. Micklem, Esq., 
“An American Tiend 
Wilkinson, Esq. 
Leslie F. Scott, “4 K.C., 

Russell, Cooke ‘& C 

L. B. Page, “a 

Joseph Hood, Esq. is 
D. M. Nicholson, Esq. ‘ 
R. M. Welsford, Es 
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A. A. Roche, Esq., 
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Owen Thompson, Esq. 
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The Right Hon. Sir Fredk. Pollock, 
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Societies. 


Belgian Lawyers Relief Fund. 


The following donations have been received in response to the further appeal :— 


P. G. Collins, Esq. iat 

H, H. Bothamley, Esq. a 

Messrs. W. A. Crump & Son 

The Hon. Mr. Justice Sargant 

J. W. Greene, Esq. . 

Messrs. Bewes & Musson 

Lewis Beard, Esq. 

J. J. Parfitt, Esq., 

J. M. Johnstone, 

Lionel Ley, Esq. $i 

G. W. Ricketts Esq. ... 

E. T. M. Teesdale, Esq. ... 

Hubert G. Thornley, Esq. ... 

Sir Alfred B. Kempe, D.C.L., 
F.R.S., &c. bs 

Francis Humphrey ys, 

A, P. Whitwell, Esq. 

His Honour Judge Lindley ... 

Charles 8. Hellard, Esq. 

Walter J. Payne, Esq. 

Herbert Vizard, "Esq. ; 

W. 8S. Burton, Esq. 

G. ‘1H. Woolley, Esq. ... 

H. F. Amedroz, Esq. ... 

A. J. Allen, Esq., M.A. 

Walter C. Ryde, Esq. ... 

H. J. Sheldrake, Esq. 

W. Sheldrake, Esq. 

Walter. Barrow, Esq. 

J. T. Stirling, Esq. ... 

R. F. Bayford, Esq. . 

Vivyan Wells, Esq. 

A. B. Marten, Esq. 

R. F. MacSwinney, Esq. 

Messrs, Ansell & Sherwin 

Messrs. Ramsden, Sykes & Ramsden 

P. B. Lambert, Esq. ; 

John A. Cotton, Esq. ... 

Messrs. King, Adams, Cotton, Voysey 
& Macmin 

Richard Cattarns, 

W. M. Woodhouse, 

C. Eric Few, Esq. i 

Messrs. C. Richards & Sons ... 
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Messrs. kar ‘k Middleton 

Ll. Hugh Jones, Esq. .. 
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Joseph Mawsoli, Esq. 


Messrs. 
& Co. 


Kennedey, 


H. D. Roome, Esq. _... 
T. W. Brogden, Esq. 
Messrs. Lazarus & Son 
A. J. Cannon, Esq. 
E. Foa, Esq. . 
Sir Thomas Berri age 
C. H. Weaver, Esq 
Messrs. Burne & Wykes 
Chorlton Dunkerley, Esq. 
Messrs. Crump & Crump 
J. P. Edwards, Esq. ... 
Messrs. Neve, Son & Co, 
W. B. Danby, Esq. 
Messrs. Robotham & Co. 
Messrs. W. Smith & Sons 
H. W. Micklemore, Esq. 
W. C. Beasley Robinson, 
Charles C. Scott, Esq., 
Alfred Adams, Esq. ... 
George Toulmin, Esq. 
Messrs. Banks, Ashton & Co. 
William Barnard, Esq. 
J. F. Williams, — | 
Charles M. Benwel Esq. 
Messrs. Capel, Cure ‘& Ball. 
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Wilfred M. Hunt, Esq. 
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Major W. W. Grantham 
E. Stroke, ‘Esq. 
A. §. C myns Carr, Esq. - 
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A. J. Adams, Esq. 
W. Bishop, Esq. 
Henry Thomas Kemp, ‘Esq., 
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His Honour Judge ong 
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Henry Johnston, Esq. 
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T. H. Terry, Esq. 
J. R. Brooke, Esq. 
C. E. Hatten, Esq. 
~—s Hubbard, 
R. Woolley, Esq. 
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R. Harold Francis, Esq. 
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6. In all proceedings on any such appeal the "Court shall have all 
the powers vested by the Act in the Central Office or the Chief Regis- 
trar, and may make any order which might or ought to have been made 
by the Central Office or the Chief Registrar. 

7. In all proceedings on any such appeal the costs of and incident 
| thereto, including the costs of and incident to any proceedings at the 
| Central Office or before the Chief Registrar, shall be in the discretion of 
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8. These Rules may be cited as the Friendly Societies Act Rules, 1916. 
Dated the 24th day of May, 1916. 
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£ s. d.| 2 s. d.| £ s.d. 
H, F. Hawkins, Esq. 2 2 0} George F. Forsdike, Esq. ... .- Ll 1 0} Mesesrs. Cottrell & Son ie m= & £9 
J. W. Rudd, Esq. 2 2 0Q| J. Lyon Whittle, Esq. . .. 1 1 O| F. C. James, Esq. ... bs a Se 
Alfred Jackson, Esq. 2 2 0! M. T. Hodding, Esq. .. 1 1 0} Algernon L. Collins, Esq. 11/0 
L. D. P..Swift,. Esq. 2 2 0| R. Brooks, Esq. 1 1 0} Messrs. Nordon & Drury - 2 oe 
G. B. Laurence, Esq. 2 2 0 A. G. S. Robertson, Esq. 1 1 O} F. W. Butler, Esq. > 28 
W. Woodcock, Esq. . 2 0 0O| J. A. Hamnett, Esq. ... 1 1 O| F. H. Baxter, Esq. 110 
William F. Hamilton, Esq. 2 0 0} J. B. Snell, Esq. : 1 1 O| W. Gledhill, Esq. ee i zig 
Sir George Fordham 2 0 O| A. Fraser Taylor, Esq. 1 1 O| W. A, Maclure Phillips, Esq. . 2 
W. H. Griffith, Esq. 2 0 0| H. Woolcott, Esq. _... 1 1 O| Messrs. Titley & Paver-Crow 110 
John Pybus, Esq. 2 0 O| Messrs. Molineaux & Sinton ... 1 1 O| G. W. Haines, Esq. ... se si 
G, M. G. Mitchell, Esq. 2 0 0} Charles T. Trevor, Esq. - 1 1 O| Messrs. Tasker, Hart & Munby is 
K. C. Irvine, Esq. 2 0 O| Messrs. Woodforde & Drewett a 0} F. Downey, ¥ ie a . i. oo 
T. H. F. Lapthorn, Esq. 2 0 O|} F. T. Allen, Esq. mm 1 1 O|} S. Matthews, . Sie ‘ 110 
Charles Paice, Esq. . 2 0 O| C. E. Rutter, Esq. s 3 o} H. B. Hopgood, Esq. ... rx we et = 
E. J. Bellord, Esq, 2 0 O| J. W. Hassall, Esq. ... 1 1 C!| T. Pearse Gandell, Esq... r= SF 
J. H. Birch, Esq. 2 0 0O| Septimus G. Ward, Esq. 1 1 C| Frank Andrews, Esq... .. .- 210 
Bernard O’Connor, Esq. 1 3 6) F. Munn, Esq. ... gah 1 1 O} W. Walker, Esq. eve rig 
H, W. Davies, Esq. 1 1 0} Messrs. Tennant & Son x 1 1 O| E. A. W. Milroy, Esq. Jin 1140 
W. E. Singleton, Esq. 1 1 O| Messrs. Wartnaby, Jeffries & Son a. 0} S. Sharpe Waterhouse, Esq. ... a 
J, Watts, Esq. ... pas 1 1 0) L. C. Gwynne Jones, a 1 1 O} Arthur Geipel, Esq. ... a Te SF 
W. T. Prideaux, Esq. ... 1 1 Oj A. T. Whatley, Esq. ... 1 1 | Messrs, Graham, Shepherd fies... 2 1 © 
Messrs. James Clarkson & Son 1 1 O| W. T. Chesterman, Esq. 1 1 0| Arthur T. Cummings, Esq. ... 2 2 
Messrs, Bartlett & Gluckstein 1 1 QO} H. W. Malkin, Esq. . 11 0) F. J. Naylor, Esq. _... “ft wre 
Messrs. Brundrett, Whitmore & Messrs. Haynes, Robinson & Co. 1 1 0| Perey J. Spalding, Esq. 110 
Randal we ies ia - 1 1 O| R, T. Griffiths, Esq. ... 3 1 1 0) J. D. Douglas, Esq. ... 2.19% 
J. A. ©. Tanner, Esq. . 1 1 O| Messrs. E. Chatham & Co. ... 1 1 0| Percy G. Norton, Esq. 110 
Edward Bramley, Esq 1 1 0} C. Hewlett Taylor, Esq. 1 1 0} Stephen H. Hyam, Esq. 110 
R. P. Crawford, Esq. 1 1 O| L. ©. Whitfield, Esq. .. 1 1 O! T. H. Wright, Esq. ... 1 l 0 
W. H. House, Esq. 1 1 0| C. Dauncey, Esq. _... 1 1 0} H. H. Dlingworth, Esq. 110 
F. G. Hinde, Esq. 1 1 0O| George E. Tong, Esq. 1 1 0} W. A. Linnell, Esq... 110 
A. E. James, Esq. 1 1 0; M. Sharp, Esq. ... 1 1 0| W.E Tetley, Esq. 1 1 : 
8S. Thompson, Esq. 1 1 O} H. P. Venn, Esq. “ 1 1 O| Anonymous sea os 1 : 0 
8. O. Davies, Esq. 1 1 0} J. Clement Brown, Esq. 1 1 0| George A. Baker, Esq. ; :a 
W. A. Goate, Esq., J.P. 1 1 0} T. H. Hiscott, Esq. 1 1 0Q| J. Lomas Walker, Esq. 10 
N. H. Arnison, fag, 1 1 O| Percy Short, Esq. 1 1 0} John Norman Daynes, Esq. 1 0 
Messrs. Lamb & Shinger 1 1 0! W. Bagshaw, Esq... 1 1 0| F. F. Daldy, Esq... .. 1 10 
J. H, Harris, Esq. 1 1 O| Arthur S. Corser, Esq. 1 1 O| James Eyre Poppleton, Esq. ... z- 1 : 
W. Furley, Esq. 1 1 O} Bertram Sturt, Esq. 1 1 0} William Trenholme, Esq. z i 0 
H. J. Fisher, Esq. 1 1 0O| A. E. Russell, Esq. 1 1 0} Messrs, C. J. Mander & Sons 2 : 
A. Baker, Bsq. 3 ; 1 1 O| W. T. Boodle, Esq. 1 1 O| The Right Hon. Lord Ilkeston ee 4 
Messrs. Powel, Son & Eddison 1 1 0 R. Pease, Esq. ... wa 1 1 O| Fred Lambert, Esq. es :4 : 
Messrs. Sorby, Hall & Richardson 1 1 0| T. Walter Hall, Esq. 1 1 0} Messrs. Jones & Son . 0 
Messrs. W. H. Boocock & Sons 1 1 O| F. Beresford Turner, Esq. 1 1 0} Captain J. Q. Henriques 1 1 0 
J. B. Eastley, Esq. 1 1 0} J. O. Stead, Esq. 1 1 0} Town Clerk, Monmouth ee 
L. ‘H. Booth, Esq. 1 1 O| A. H. Adcock, Esq. 1 1 O} A. Morrison Rose, Esq. ee 1 0 : 
Ernest G. Booth, Esq 1 1 O| R. Farmer, Esq. es 1 1 O} Messrs. Alexander Wright & Co. 1 0 ; 
J. E. Lloyd, Esq. 1 1 O| B. T. Burdekin, Esq. ... 1 1 0] Messrs. Thomas Priestman & Sons... 1 0 
H. W. Thomas, tag 1 1 0} V. E. Leonard, Esq. . 1 1 9] Wilfred Hooper, Esq. ... 1 0 . 
Messrs. Walmsley & Son 1 1 O/] R. N. Furniss, Esq... 1 1 O|} Arthur H. Latter, Esq. 1 0 
J. M. Shaw, Esq. 1 1 O| J. R. Cardew Smith, Esq. 1 1 0} F. Sturge, Esq. a 1 0 0 
Sir Horatio Brevitt 1 1 0) E. T. Wellsted, Esq. ... 1 1 0} Samuel Strover, Esq. 1 0 0 
H. Clifton, Esq. 1 1 0] W. C. Jotcham, Esq. ... 1 1 0] B. H. Deakin, Esq. 10 0 
Dillon R. L. Lowe, Esq 1 1 Oj H. Warren, Esq. 1 1 0} W. F. Wilson, Esq. ... % 010 6 
H. W. Ryder, Esq... 1 1 0} J. J. Cockshott, Esq. 1 1 0| G. H. Denniss, Esq __ ... 010 6 
F. J. Brown, Esq. ... 1 1 0} R. E. Prall, Esq. 1 1 O|} John M. Worthington, Esq. 010 6 
Messrs. Borlase & Venning 1 1 O| E. O. Sevigny, Esq. 1 1 O|} Norman T. Crombie, Esq. 010 6 
H. Waddington, Esq 1 1 O| E. W. Bone, Esq. 1 1 0} J. C. Parker, Esq. _... 010 6 
A. Howe, Esq. ... 1 1 O} B. Leach, Esq. . i 1 1 O|} Messrs. Criddle & Criddle 010 6 
J. W. Taylor, Esq. 1 1 0} L. A. Benham, Esq. ... 1 1 0} H. T. Watson, Esq. ... 010 6 
N. G. Hawkes, Esq. 1 1 O} Anonymous ia 1 1 O} Herbert J. Holme, Esq. 010 6 
D. McCraith, Esq. 1 1 OQ} F. G. Enness, Esq. _.... , 1 1 O| J. Hands, Esq. eee 010 6 
8. ©. Scott, Esq. 1 1 O|} H. J. Parrington, Esq. 1 1 Oj T. M. Vernon, Esq. 010 6 
W. H. Nutt, Esq. 1 1 CG] A. Milne, Esq. ... i 1 1 0} F. W. Livesey, Esq. 010 6 
Glaucopis ou 1 1 0} H. W. Cook, Esq. 1 1 0| Edward Harris, Esq. ... 010 6 
C. J. Grimwade, Esq. 1 1 O| T. S. Wilkins, Esq. 1 1 O| Patrick G. C. Shaw, Esq. 010 0 
J. J. Underwood, Esq. 1 1 O} W. J. Read, Esq. ; 1 1 O| Thos, J. Webb, Esq. ... 010 0 
G. L. Pedley, Esq 1 f 0} W. A. Coleman, Esq. . ie. F. W. Stephens, Esq. 010 0 
R. G. Lawson, Esq. 1 1 O| F. H. Partridge, Esq. 1 1 0} Edwin F. Jeffries, Esq. 010 0 
Thomas Bury, Esq 1 1 O| Arthur Vizard, Esq. 1 1 0| Edward Francis, Esq. ... 010 0 
Adam G. ‘Haines, Esq 1 1 0} Charles Scott, Esq. _... 1 1 O| J. G. M. George, Esq. 010 0 
R. A. Mervyn Hill, Esq 1 1 O| James Hodgkinson, Esq. 1 1 Oj Arthur Percy Spenler, Esq. 010 0 
W. How Davey, Es iis + 1 1 O| A. E. Fenton, Esq. we 1 1 0} Anonymous ne = a 08 9 
Messrs, Archer, Parking & Archer 1 1 O} Messrs: Champion, Ferrington & John Henry Westyr-Evans, Esq. 0 6 8 
C. 1H. Cowlisham, Esq. ee 110 Winterton : rou wat +d 1 OZ. swe ove ~ ies 056 0 
i a 





H. P. Russell, Esq. 











The Law Society. 


The following are extracts from the annual report of the Council :— 


(Continued from page 571.) 

Registry Department.—Although on the outbreak of war the entries 
on the registers dropped considerably, the total during the present year 
has not been further reduced, and has maintained the average for the 
last months of last year. The sales and mortgage registers have not 
been so widely utilised as in former years, thus reflecting the general 
conditions in the property markets, but, nevertheless, the committee 

as received several letters from members giving particulars af mortgages 
arranged through the registry. The partnership and clerkship regis- 
ters have been extensively used. Many arrangements as to shaying 
offices and for the temporary conduct of solicitors’ businesses owing to 
the absence of the principal at the front has been arranged, and the 








department has enabled members to cope, so far as may ‘be, with the 
great want of assistance which has arisen owing to the large number of 
solicitors, articled clerks and ordinary clerks serving with the colours. 
The attention of members is specially directed to the fact that no clerk 
is allowed to inspect the register of vacant situations or enter his name 
without having first produced a letter of recommendation from a member 
of the Society, or, in cases where it is impossible to obtain this, from 
some responsible person, to the effect that the clerk is personally known 
to the writer and is of good character. By this means the Council are 
able to ensure that the register is, as far as possible, kept free of 
undesirable applicants. 

Record and Statistical Department.—The work of collecting and filing 
particulars as to the successors of deceased and retired solicitors, or 45 
to the disposal of their business papers, has been continued during the 
year, atid this department is now in‘a position to be of great assistance 
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to members wishing to trace documents, &c. The records of a great 
number of solicitors have been added during the year, and it is hoped 
in time to have the history of every admitted solicitor. These records 
contain the date of birth and death and particulars of parentage and 
education where obtainable;*the various partnerships and business 
addresses, and particulars of any appointments, &c.; particulars of 
bankruptcy, bills of sale, county court judgments, &c., and accounts of 
_any cases against solicitors reported in the London and provincial news- 
papers. A history of firms is also being compiled, showing the various 
styles under which the firm has practised since its formation, and the 
date when each partner joined and left the firm, and also the various 
addresses at which the business has been carried on. During the year 
under review 261 certificates of the deaths of solicitors have been 
received from registrars of death. This compares with 262 received last 
year. The record and statistical department has been responsible, also, 
for the compilation of the lists of solicitors and articled clerks serving 
with His Majesty’s naval and military forces, which have been issued 
from time to time as supplements to the Society’s Gazette. These lists 
have this year been copied into the ‘‘ Law List.” 

Candidates for Examinations.—The numbers of successful candidates 
in 1915-16, as compared with the numbers in 1914-15, are as follows :— 
Preliminary, 54, as against 111 ; intermediate (law), 90, as against 273; 
(accounts and book-keeping), 125, as against 242; final, 173, as against 
$23; honours, 19, as against 37. It may be of interest to note the 
difference in the number of candidates giving notice for examination 
in 1905 and 1915. For the preliminary examination, 1905, there were 
546, as against 161 in 1915, a decrease of 385. For the intermediate 
examination, 1905, there were 663, as against 203 in 1915, a decrease 
of 460. For the final examination, 1905, there were 867, as against 
300 in 1915, a decrease of 567. A comparison between the number of 
articles of clerkship registered in 1905 and 1915 shows that in the former 
year there were registered 718 articles of clerkship, of which 632 were 
original articles, while in 1915 only 227 articles were registered, of 


which 188 were original articles, showing a falling off in the number; 


of clerks entering into articles of clerkship of 444. The number of 
persons admitted as solicitors in 1905 was 593, and in 1915 it was 158, 
a decrease of 435. The fee for the final examination has been increased 
from £10 to £10 10s., and the separate fee of £1 for the honours 
examination has been discontinued. 

Colonial Examinations.—Since the issue of the annual report for the 
year 1915 one intermediate examination has been held, under the 
auspices of the Society, in the Colony of Jamaica, and one finai and 
one intermediate examination in the Colony of Trinidad. An applica- 
tion has been made by the Protectorate of Southern Rhodesia that the 
Colonial Solicitors’ Act, 1900, should be applied to that colony, and 
the Secretary for the Colonies after consulting the Council has inti- 
mated his intention of granting the request, subject to the restriction 
that solicitors practising in the colony must pass the Society’s final 
eA book-keeping examinations before being admitted on the English 

The Society’s Teaching System.—The number of students entered 
during the year was 87, as against 138 in 1914-15, and 283 in 1913-14. 
Of these, 52 were oral and 35 correspondence students. At the examina- 
tions which have been held since the last annual report was prepared, 
74 of the Society’s students have been successful in passing, viz., 37 
in the final, 30 in the intermediate, and 7 in accounts and book-keeping 
only. Five of the Society’s students have obtained honours, viz., one 
in the first class, three in the second class, and one in the third. 
Three of the Society’s special prizes have been awarded during the 
year to the Society’s students on the results of the examinations. The 
work of the degree classes continues to maintain its high standard. At 
the degree examinations of the University of London held in Septem- 
ber last, two of the Society’s students were successful in obtaining the 
LL.B. with honours, viz., one in the first class and one in the second ; 
while the former (Mr. L. C. Brown) was awarded the University 
Scholarship in Law. Mr. H. R. Pyke, a former degree student of 





the Society, has obtained the LL.D. degree for a thesis on the law 
affecting the capture of private property at sea. Aiter careful con- 
sideration, the Council, in November last, resolved to offer a strietly 
limited number of studentships for competition during the current year ; 
but, in view of present circumstances, the customary prizes of books 
for diligent attendance and work have not been offered. Mr. Coley and 
Mr. ‘lrapnell have retired trom membership of the Legal Education 
Committee. There have been no changes in the teaching staff of the 
Society during the present year. But the five menbers who (as men- 
tioned last year) have taken up active war service, are still engaged 
in their war tasks; and Mr. Baynes, though still able to render some 
services to the Society, is also occupiei in war work during the greater 
part of the day. Ten of the thirteen holders of the Society’s student- 
ships are or have been engaged in active military service; and the 
Council have suspended their studentships during their absence. A 
similar course has been adopted with regard to the composition fees 
of ordinary students who have left for active service. Mr. Ivor Vachell, 
B.A., of Cardiff, a member of the Society, has been nominated by the 
Council as a member of the newly-formed Advisory Committee in Law 
of the University of Wales; whilst the Society‘s principal and director 
of legal studies has been appointed ex officio a member of that body 
and of the Court of Governors of University College, Aberystwyth. 

Exemption Order.—The provisions of the Exemption Order referred 
to on p. 21 of the annual report for 1914 continue to work satisfactorily. 
During the session 1915-16, two students qualified under the Order; 
and there are at present four others engaged in qualifying for exemp- 
tion. By an Order made in July last, tho benefit of the scheme was 
extended to students at the University of Liverpool who pass the 
intermediate examination for the LL.B. degree in that University ; and 
such students are entitled to exemption from one of the normal five 
years’ service under articles, 

Educational Funds.—As mentioned in the last report, the outbreak of 
the war seriously affected the funds available for the purposes of legal 
education, and the Council have been obliged to face the prospect of 
serious reductions, not only in the organization of their own school, but 
in the grants which hitherto they have been able to make to local 
centres of legal education. After careful consideration they decided, 
in June last, to set aside, out of the general funds of the Society, a 
sum of £800 for the purposes of provincial educational grants for the 
session 1915-16; and this sum, on the advice of the Legal Education 
Committee, has been apportioned among the centres which still continue 
to maintain their teaching organizations. A representation urging a 
continuance of the grants during the session 1916-17 has been made by 
the Associated Provincial Societies, and has been referred by the 
Council to a Special Committee for consideration and report. 

War Legislation.—Execution of Trusts (War Facilities) Amendment 
Act.—Since the last annual report the Council submitted to the Govern- 
ment the draft of a Bill to empower tenants for life during the war to 
delegate their powers to their trustees. The suggestion was approved 
by the Government, and was included with other provisions in the 
Execution of Trusts (War Facilities) Amendment Act of last session. 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act.—On 
the introduction of this Bill a number of amendments to it were moved 
on behalf of the Council and were adopted. The general principle of 
the Bill was approved. Munitions of War (Amendment) Act.—One of 
the clauses of this Bill, as originally drafted, provided for the making 
of rules for allowing appeals on questions of law to be made from 
munitions tribunals to a court te be specially constituted for the pur- 
pose, consisting of one or more persons appointed by the Minister of 
Munitions. The Council regarded the clause as an infrigement of con- 
stitutional usage and opposed it. With the assistance of the Bar 
Council and the co-operation of Provincial Law Societies, it became 
possible to secure a withdrawal of the clause, and the substitution of 
one under which decisions of munitions tribynals are made subject to 
appeal to a Judge of the High Court appointed by the Lord Chancellor 
for the purpose. War Risks Insurance.—In the annual report for 1915 
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it was stated that the Council, being assured of the desirability of some 
Government scheme for the general insurance against war risks, had 
prepared and sent to the Chancellor of the Exchequer on 3rd November, 
1914, a scheme for such insurance. It will be of interest to members to 
learn that the scheme adopted by the Government in July, 1915, is in 
all material respects identical with that submitted by the Council. 
War Risks (Insurance by Trustees) Act, 1916.—This Act empowers 
trustees to insure against war risks up to the full value of the building 
or property insured. When the Bill was before Parliament the Council 
suggested to the Lord Chancellor that he should include in it a clause 
providing in addition to the powers conferred on mortgagees by section 
19 (1), (2) of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, a power to insure mortgaged 
property against war risks. Such a clause was not, however, included 
in the Bill. 

Legal Procedure.—County Justices’ Clerks Acting in Prosecutions.-- 
At the instance of the Shropshire Law Society the Council have again 
taken into consideration the question of whether it is desirable that the 
practice of county justices conducting the prosecution of cases com 
mitted for trial by their own bench should be continued. As the result 
of the further consideration of the matter, the Council have confirmed a 
resolution passed by them on 3rd February, 1893, to the effect ‘‘ That, 
whilst as a general principle it is in the opinion of the Council desirable 
that those who are in any way officially engaged in the administration 
of justice should not have any possible pecuniary interest in the pro- 
ceedings in which they are so employed, at any stage of them, the 
Council are not prepared to promote any legislation with the object of 
altering the present system of conducting prosecutions at assizes and 
quarter sessions in counties until some other and adequate provision is 
made for the conduct of such prosecutions.’”’ A report on the subject 
is included in the appendix. 


King’s Bench Division Practice.—In Appendix 8 to the report of the 
Royal Commission on Delay in the King’s Bench Division were included 
certain suggestions for simplification in procedure and practice. These 
included amendments of the present practice with regard to the orders 
to be made on the hearing of summonses for directions, with regard to 
costs of applications for time, the form of pleadings, the necessity for 
affidavits of documents or interrogatories and various similar questions. 
They also included a suggestion, which the Council consider opportune 
and have on more than one occasion supported, that the Rule Committee 
of the Supreme Court should be brought into closer touch with the pro- 
fession, should have periodical meetings, should include one of the 
Masters, and should provide for some official mode of communication, 
so that suggestions from Masters and from solicitors should receive 
expeditious consideration. The views of the Council with regard to the 
various suggestions are set out in a report which is included in the 
appendix. A copy of it has been forwarded to the Lord Chancellor 
for his consideration, . 

Royal Commission on the Civil Service.—Report on the Legal 
Departments.—The Royal Commission on the Civil Service have issued 
a report on the working of the legal departments. Among the recom- 
mendations of the Commission are included certain changes in the 
departmental organization of the Principal Probate Registry, Chancery 
Chambers and the Chancery Registrars’ Department, the Lunacy 
Department, the Taxing Office, the Bankruptcy Department, and the 
Land Registry. The report states that. the Commissioners were not 
able to enter into the minute and detailed examination necessary for 
determining exactly the reorganisation necessary to give effect to the 
changes recommended. They recommended that for p Tam with ques 
tions of this character and for others which they had indicated or which 
might arise, and in order to secure economies with the least possible 
delay, a small committee should be appointed by the Lord Chancellor 
with the concurrence of the Treasury. he Council were of opinion that 
it was of the utmost importance that the reorganisation of the various 
departments should to some extent be subject to the observation of the 
solicitors’ branch of the profession, and that therefore there should be 
appointed on the committee one or more solicitors who by their training 
had special experience in the practice of the various departments. They 
made representations to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 


County Court Practice.—(a) Limit of Time for Issuing Successive 
Since the last report the Council have been requested to 
consider whether the period of three months within which a successive 
summons may be issued when the original ordinary summons has not 
been served might conveniently be extended beyond the period of three 


Summonses 


months now fixed. The Council took the opinion of the Association of- 


County Court Registrars on the question, and decided in accordance with 
the views of that association that while the rule may operate harshly 
on occasion, its repeal or modification as suggested would result in 
many more applications for successive summonses, as plaintiffs instead 
of making prompt inquiries as to the whereabouts of their defendants 
would be apt more readily to permit servi¢e to be delayed. They con- 
sidered also that the few cases of hardship which may possibly occur 
under the rule as it stands are outweighed by its advantages, and that 
therefore it would not be desirable to confer upon the court a discretion 
to extend the limit. (6) Hegistrar Commissioner for Oaths. The County 
Court Committee have expressed the opinion that a registrar or deputy 
registrar of a county court is not a solicitor of any public department, 


within the meaning of section 12 of the Solicitors Act, 1874, and that 
therefore if his commission is limited to the time during which he is 
practising as a solicitor he is obliged before administering an oath in any 
but county court proceedings to hold a solicitor’s practising certificate. 
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(ce) Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. Costs in the Case of Death, 
A member of the Society had complained that a registrar of a county 
court had made but an inadequate allowance for costs for advising the 
next-of-kin of deceased persons as to the adequacy or otherwise of sums 
paid into court by employers in satisfaction of claims under the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, and having requested the Council to intervene, 
the latter, after careful consideration, arrived at the conclusion that 
the matter should be: left to the discretion of the registrar, subject to 
appeal to the judge, and that therefore no useful purpose wouki be 
served by the Council’s intervention. 

Shortening of the Process for Orders for Foreclosure Absolute.— 
Service of Irish Process in England.—Solicitors Desiring to Cease to 
Act in Proceedings.—These matters, which have been the subject of 
consideration by the Council from time to time, and to which reference 
has been made in previous annual reports, have again been submitted to 
the Supreme Court Rule Committee. 


Law List.—An arrangement has been made with the publishers of 
the Law List under which practising solicitors may include in the informa- 
tion to be inserted in the Law List a note of any prizes which may have 
been awarded to them by the Law Society. 


Wills of Soldiers and Sailors on Active Service.—Representations 
have been made to the Council that sec. 11 of the Wills Act, 1837, which 
enables a soldier or sailor on active service, even though a minor, to 
dispose of his personal estate either by a nuncupative will or in writing, 
unsigned and unattested, should be extended so as to apply also to his 
real estate. A report on the subject is included in the appendix, from 
which it will be seen that, while the Council were unable to concur in 
the recommendation, they formed the opinion that the section should 
be extended so as to enable soldiers and sailors who are over twenty-one 
years of age to dispose of their real estate by unsigned and unattested 
written or nuncupative wills as in the case of personalty. A com- 
munication has been addressed to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 


Delays in Granting Probate.—The attention of the Council has been 
directed on more than one occasion to a practice which has been intro- 
duced at the Estate Duty Office of delaying the grant of probate or 
letters of administration until replies have been received to questions 
arising on the inland revenue accounts. Letters have been addressed to 
the secretary of the Estate Duty Office on the subject, and interviews 
have taken place. The Council consider that in some cases which have 
been submitted to them the delays have been unreasonable and unneces- 
sary. The reply of the Inland Revenue Authorities is that in some 
instances under the old practice loss of revenue occurred, especially in 
connection with valuations of shares in private companies. The view of 
the Council is that no justification has been shown for such a general 
alteration in the practice as that which apparently has been directed, 
and that in many cases inconvenience and eb have been caused by the 
delay in answering inquiries, which could as easily have been disposed 
of after the probate had been issued. The Associated Provincial Law 
Societies, who also have been in communication with the secretary of 
the Estate Duty Department, have been informed by him that every 
effort is made to discriminate between matters which are of immediate 
importance and minor matters which can lie over for later consideration, 
and that it is not the wish of the office to use the statutory powers 
oppressively. He has expressed, also, the hope that it may be found 
possible in cases of undoubted urgency to arrange provisional figures, 
and that whenever reasonable evidence can be produced to shew that 
the official estimate of any particular asset has been too high, it would 
be possible to repay the duty overpaid and interest. A memorandum 
on this subject is included in the appendix. 


National Insurance Act.—At the annual general meeting of the Ass0- 
ciated Provincial Law Societies attention was directed to the practice 
adopted by some approved societies under the National Insurance Act 0 
taking retainers from their members, on the occasion of an accident, im 
favour of the approved societies’ solicitors, to act in the matter of claims 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act. It was stated that the agent 
of the approved society was in the habit of attending upon the-claimant 
with a form on which to enable him to give particulars of his accident, 
the form having at the end of it a printed clause of retainer in favour 
of the approved society’s solicitor. It was pointed out that as the great 
majority of workmen are members of approved societies the practice, ! 
continued, would tend to direct the flow of legal business of this charac- 
ter to the solicitors of the approved societies. The Associated Societies 
thereupon passed a resolution that in their opinion it is undesirable in 
the interests of injured workmen, and as a matter of professional prac- 
tice, that any such workmen should be invited to sign a retainer 
favour of the solicitor of his a spite society, when giving the society 
particulars of his injury, or unless and until he has had a full oppor 
tunity of procuring independent legal assistance. The Associated Pro- 
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" yincial Societies submitted their resolution to the Council, who, after 


~ eommunicating with the approved society whose procedure had been the 

had abandoned 
the use of the printed clause of retainer and had substituted for it a 
practice which appeared to the Council unobjectionable, as on the one 
hand securing to the member the fair representation of his claim, and 
on the other as far as possible providing that no undue preference would 
accrue to the solicitors acting for the approved society. 

Conditions of Sale: Costs of Parties Joining in the Conveyance.— 
he report states the question referred to is a leading article (ante, 
382), as to condition of ‘sale, requiring purchasers to bear the costs 
of concurring parties, and continues :—The Council found that, although 
the condition referred to is introduced in precedents of conditions of 
sale appearing in some of the well-recognised text books on con 
yeyancing, it 1s not adopted in Wolstehhoime’s Forms and Precedents, 
and is indeed there referred to as unfair and depreciatory, and as one 
which should not be used in ordinary eases. The Council after careful 
consideration of the matter adopted the same view, and added that 
solicitors would be well advised not to adopt the condition. A full 
report on the subject is included in the appendix. That report has 
been sent to, and approved by, the Provincial Law Societies, who have 
informed the Council that in the printed forms adopted by them the 
condition is not included. The Council are considering the possibility 
of preparing a form of general conditions of sale to be used as a pre 
cedent throughout the country, and for their assistance have been 
favoured with prints of many of the forms adopted by the Provincial 
Law Societies. 

Proceedings.under the Solicitors Act.—The 27th annual report of the 
Committee appointed under the Solicitors Act, 1888, will be found in 
the appendix. During the year covered by this report five solicitors 
were convicted of various indictable offences, and their names have, 
on the application of the Society, been struck off the Roll by order of 
the Divisional Court. In another case where a Solicitor had been con 

‘yicted at the Central Crimina] Court of making false declarations upon 
applications for foreign passports, the court suspended him from 
practising for twelve months, and ordered him to pay the costs. Con- 
victions under section 12 of the Solicitors. Act, 1874, have been obtained 
against six unqualified persons, and other cases have been withdrawn 
after inquiry and apology being given. Convictions under the same 
Act have also been obtained against two solicitors for practising without 
being duly qualified, and other cases have been withdrawn after 
inquiry and an apology being given. Under the provisions of the 
Solicitors Act, 1906, the Council refused the applications of four un 
discharged bankrupts for a renewal of their practising certificates. In 
one case the applicant appealed to the Master of the Rolls, and an 
order was made to renew the certificate subject to approved security. 
As regards applications under section 16 of the Solicitors Act, 1888, the 
Council refused to renew the certificates of ten solicitors on the ground 
of bankruptcy, or other circumstances, and in three other cases where 
applicants admitted having practised, the certificate was issued on 
payment of the arrears of duty and a fine. An application for restora 
tion to the Roll was heard by the Master of the Rolls, and granted on 
payment of costs. The Council were represented on and opposed the 
application. Complaints against unqualified persons under section 4 
of the Stamp Act, 1891, have been considered during the past year, and 
in one case the facts were submitted to the Inland Revenue Authori 
ties, who imposed a fine upon the defendant in lieu of taking proceed- 
ings. Uther cases are pending before the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue. 





Society of Public Teachers of Law, 
The eighth annual meeting will be held, by permission of the Council 
of University College, London, in the college buildings, on Friday, 7th 
July, at 4.30 p.m., under the presidency of Sir Ernest Trevelyan, who 





will deliver an address on ‘‘ The Effect of the War on English Law 
Schools.”’ Lord Parker of Waddington, one the society’s honorary 
members, has intimated his intention of being present. The provost of 
the college (Dr. Gregory Foster) will entertain the members to tea, and 
the new college buildings will be open to inspection. After the meet- 
ing the members will dine in the college refectory as guests of the 
Faculty of Laws in the college. 
9, Old-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


Obituary. 
Sir James Stirling. 

Sir James Stiruinec, formerly a Lord Justice of Appeal, died on 

Tuesday at his house, Finchcocks, Goudhurst, Kent, in his eighty-first 
year. 
"The late Judge was the eldest son of the Rev. James Stirling, minister 
of the George-street United Presbyterian Church, Aberdeen, in which 
city he was born on 3rd May, 1836, Educated at the Grammar School 
and University there, he went to Trinity College, Cambridge, and was 
Senior Wrangler and first Smith’s prizeman in 1860. But tests were still 
enforced, and as he was not a member of the Established Church of 
Scotland, he never became a Fellow. Called to the Bar by Lircoln’a-inn 
in November, 1862, he started as a law reporter, and was one of the 
staff of the short-lived New Reports. He joined the Law Reports from 
their beginning in 1865, and reported in the Rolls Court, before Romilly 
and Jessel, till 1876. His practice as a conveyancer and equity drafts- 
man was never large, and his appointment in 1881 in succession to Rigby, 
who took silk, as Junior Counsel to the Treasury may, says the 7'imes, 
be attributed to the knowledge of his merits in high quarters rather 
than to his visible position at the Bar. 

In May, 1886, he became a Judge of the Chancery Division in succes- 
sion to Sir John Pearson. The appointment is said to have been sug- 
gested by Sir Horace Davey, who was the Solicitor-General and himself 
a member of the Chancery Bar. As a Judge, Stirling was painstaking 
and accurate, somewhat slow and over-cautious, and perhaps a little 
narrow. Shy, reserved and diffident, he was unwilling, either privately 
or publicly, to “‘ let himself go.’’ Davey is reported to have said of 
him that his opinion was the best in Lincoln’s-inn if one could only 
get it. His judgments displayed no wit or humour or literary grace— 
he was a somewhat austere Scotsman—but they were lucid and to the 
point, and not often reversed. In October, 1900, he was made a Lord 
Justice, and sat in the Court ®f Appeal until his retirement in 1906. 

Sir James Stirling married in 1868 Aby, daughter of Mr. John Thom- 
son Renton, of Shalford, Surrey. He has left one son, who ‘is at the 
Chancery Bar, and two daughters. 





Mr. T. Grosvenor Lee. 


Mr. T. Grosvenor Leg, of Augustus-road, Edgbaston, and formerly 
— Clent House, near Stourbridge, died on the 21st ult., after a long 
illness. 

The family to which Mr. Grosvenor Lee belonged formerly resided 
in Northamptonshire, but had been associated with Birmingham for 
several generations. His grandfather’s grandfather went to Birming- 
ham in 1760, and practised ag a solicitor, taking a few years later the 
offices in Newhall-street, where he esfablished a connection still con- 
tinued by the present firm: Mr. Lee was born in Lendon in i848. He 
was educated at the Kinver Grammar School, and subsequently went 
to University College, London, ultimately graduating at London Uni- 
versity, where he took his B.A. degree in 1866. He also gained the 
Jews’ Commemoration Scholarship at University College as the 
best first-year student. He went to Birmingham in 1867, and was 
articled to his uncle, Mr. Charles Best, of the firm of Best & Horton, 
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solicitors, Newhall-street, and was admitted a solicitor in 1870. He 
was afterwards for a time managing clerk in the office of Ryland & 
Martineau, and later he officiated in a similar capacity in the office of 
Whateley, Milward, & Co. In 1878 Mr. Best retired from active work, 
and Mr. Lee, together with his brother Mr. E. H. Lee, joined the late 
Mr. Thomas Horton, the firm becoming known as Horton, Lee, & Lee. 


Mr. Grosvenor Lee remained with the firm until 1892, when, through 


the death of his cousin, Mr. Thomas Tertius Paget, banker, Leicester, 
he became a partner in the bank in association with Mr. Guy Paget, 
the nephew of Mr. Tertius Paget, and Mr. Edward Clephan, who had 
been connected with the concern for many years. Mr. Lee then left 
Birmingham, although he did not sever his connection with the firm 
of Horton, Lee, & Lee, and took up his residence at Forest Grange, near 
Leicester. Some time after, however, Mr. Guy Paget met with a fatal 


accident, and the bank was at the close-of 1894 amalgamated with, 


Lloyds. Mr. Lee remained to assist the new company for six months, 
and then returned to the neighbourhood of Birmingham and became 
resident at Clent House. In March last he removed to Edgbaston. 

Mr. Lee was always an active Liberal and an ardent worker in con- 
nection with the Birmingham elections. At the split in 1886 he fol- 
lowed Mr. Chamberlain in the secession of the Unionist section and 
rendered a considerable amount of service in the early days of that 
party's conflict for supremacy in the representation of Birmingham, 
particularly in the Central Division. He also acted as election agent for 
Mr. Jesse Collings in Bordesley Division in 1892. When a vacancy 
arose in the representation of the Central Division through the retire- 
ment of Mr. J. A. Bright in 1895, Mr. Grosvenor Lee was strongly 
urged to accept nomination; but the Conservative wing raising some 
objection to his support of Church disestablishment, he decided to 
stand aside in favour of Mr. Ebenezer Parkes. He became a member 
of the Executive Committee of the Mid-Worcestershire Liberal Unionist 
Association, and would no doubt have soon been a candidate for Par- 
liament under Unionist auspices had he not become dissatisfied with 
the action of the party in relation to the education question and to 
the adoption of Mr. Chamberlain’s Tariff Reform proposals. This led 
to hig resignation from the party. In the following year, 1904, he was 
selected Liberal candidate for Central Birmingham, and at the general 
election of 1905 he went to the poll against Mr. Parkes, when he re- 
ceived 2,075 votes against 5,684 given to his opponent. 

Mr. Grosvenor Lee was a generous supporter of educational and 
philanthropic causes. Probably his most valuable work for the public 
was his action for the preservation of footpaths and open spaces at a 
time when the importance of this subject was not as widely recognised 
as it is now. Fond of rambling in the country, he formed among his 
friends a Footpaths Preservation Societye He was instrumental in re- 
covering for the public several open spaces, and made a contribution 
of £1,000 towards the fund for preserving Lightwoods Park for the 
city. He was a generous supporter of the Unitarian denomination in 
Birmingham and later at Stourbridge, and was one of the first to take 
an active interest in the promotion of the University to the endowment 
fund, of which he gave £1,000. He acted on the committee, and had 
been for a short time chairman of the Queen’s Hospital. The Birm- 
ingham Law Society counted him for many years among its active 
members, 

Mr. Lee married a daughter of Mr. Stephen Notcutt, solicitor, of 
Ipswich, who predeceased him last March. He leaves two sons and 
two daughters. The elder son, Mr. Thomas Oliver Lee, is a solicitor 
and. member of the firm of Lee, Musgrove, & Co, 


——_ ~ 


Mr. Henry H. Meade-King. 


Mr. Henry Hersert Meape-Krno, who was one of the oldest solicitors 
in Bristol, died on 22nd June. 

Mr. Meade-King, who was born in 1837, was the fourth son of Mr. 
R. K. Meade-King, J.P., D.L., of Walford, near Taunton. He was 
educated at Cheltenham College and Pembroke College, Oxford, and 
was articled to Mr. L. O. Bigg, of Bristol. He was admitted in 1862, 
and shortly afterwards Mr. Bigg took him into partnership. During his 
fifty years of practice he had occupied a leading and influential position 
in the profession at Bristol. After successive changes in the firm. he 
was in 1911—when he retired—the senior partner of the present firm 
of Messrs. Meade-King, Cooke, Wansey, & John Miller, 


—_—_—_- 


Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


Captain Charles Taylor Cooke. 


Captain Cuartes Taytor Cooks, of the 7th Cheshire Regiment, L.L.B. 
of London University, was reported missing in the Suvla Bay Expedi- 
tion on 10th August, 1915, but is now officially presumed by the War 
Office to have been killed on that date. He passed his final examina- 
tion with honours, and was admitted as a solicitor in 1906. He prac- 
tised at Winsford and Middlewich, Cheshire, with his father and 
ye (the late Major J. K, Cooke), under the style of J. H. Cooke 
@ pons, 


Second Lieutenant Thomas Wright Carson. 


Second Lieutenant T. W. Carson, Duke of Wellington's Regiment, 
official news of whose death has now been received from nay 
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though no particulars are given, was previously reported as missing on 
27th December last. He was the youngest son of the late Rev. W. 
Carson, of Girlington, Bradford, and of Mrs. Carson, of Skipton. He 
went out on patrol on the night of 27th December and failed to return, 
and, though search was immediately made, no trace of him could be 
found. He was admitted as a solicitor in 1907, and practised at 
Llanelly. He obtained his commission shortly after the outbreak of 
the war. He was thirty-one years of age, and was educated at 
Merchant Taylors’ School and at Lancaster Grammar School. He was 
formerly a member of the Skipton Rugby football team, and while in 
South Wales was prominently identified with the Boy Scout move. 
ment there. 








Legal News. 


Honours and Appointments, 


His Majesty the King has been graciously pleased to confer the 
Military Cross on the undermentioned officer in recognition of gallantry 
and devotion to duty in the field :— 

Second Lieut. Cuartes RearnaLp Cornwatt Sarexps, for conspicuons 
gallantry in attack till held up by wire. Later he withdrew his men 
with coolness and resource, and superintended the collection of wounded 
under heavy fire, 

Mr. Shields is a clerk in the Central Office for the Royal Courts of 
Justice. 


Mr. Ernest Wynne Marretiz, K.C., has been appointed County 
Court Judge for Hampshire, to succeed the late Judge Gye, dating 
from 1st July. Mr. Martelli was called in 1888, and has practised in 
the Chancery Division. He took silk in 1908. 


Sir Georce Cave, the Solicitor-General, and Mr, Justice SHrarman 
have been elected honorary Fellows of St. John’s College, Oxford, 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


ArcHIBALp Lestre Brypen and ALBert Henriques Samvet, solicitors 
(Bryden & Samuel), 10, John-street, Adelphi, W.C. June 15. 


Samvert Joseph Woopnam SmitH and Harry Borrapalze, solicitors 
(Woodham Smith & Borradaile), Old Serjeants’-inn, Chancery-lane, in 
the city of London. June 7. So far as concerns the said Samuel Joseph 
Woodham Smith, who retires from the said firm. (Gazette, June 23. 


General. 


_ 
In the House of Commons, on Monday, Lord R. Cecil, replying to 

Major Hunt, who asked whether, in view of the resolution at the Paris 
Conference of the necessity of tightening up the blockade before the 
new German harvest was available, he could give the House the assur- 
ance that the Navy would at once be allowed to enforce a strict blockade 
on all goods likely to have enemy countries as their final destination, 
said: The policy advocated by the hon. member is now being carried 
out, and there is no intention to abandon it. 


Mr. Tennant, in a written Parliamentary answer to Mr. Field, says 
that, roughly, 35,000 persons arrested in connection with the Irish rebel- 
lion have passed through the hands of the military authorities. Of 
these about 1,200 have been released. The examination by the military 
authorities is now, with some few exceptions, practically completed. 
Those prisoners who have not been released will be dealt with under 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and they are detained under the 
jurisdiction of the Home Secretary. It is improbable that there will 
be many more trials. 


In the House of Commons, on Monday, Mr. Harcourt, replying to 
Sir F. Lowe, said: I am aware that certain electric lighting companies 
as well as loca] authorities are increasing their charges to consumers, and 
that the operation of the Summer Time Act is given as one of the 
reasons for the increase. The Acts and Orders authorizing the supply 
of electric light fix the maximum charges which may be made to con- 
sumers, and undertakers are acting within their statutory powers in 
increasing their prices so Jong as the prescribed maximum is not exceeded. 
The-chief object of the Summer Time Act was to effect economy in 
the use of coal by public utility bodies, and I do not see my way to 
promote legislation to prevent electric lighting undertakers from increas- 
ing their prices for current actually used to compensate them for the 
reduced consumption. Sir.F. Lowe: Will the right hon, gentleman 
undertake to see that the increased charge is not continued during that 
portion of the year when the Summer Time Act will not be in operation? 
Mr. Harcourt ; I should like to see exactly what my powers of prevent- 
ing it are. 








_ Tue “Oxford” Sectional Bookcase is the ideal one for anybody who 
is building up a library. It is splendidly finished, with nothing of the 
office stamp about it. The illustrated booklet issued by the manufac- 
turers, William Baker & Co., Lid., The Broad, Oxford, may be 
{agvay gratis, and will certainly prove interesting to book lovers. 








